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DURING the time that the following Analyſis was printing, ſundry 


Blunders and Omiſſions having been diſcovered, it will be proper that 


the following ſhould be corrected, before comparing the Analyſis with the 


Draught of the Valuation-Book ſubjoined. 


P. 12. I. 5. For R. Douglas, read T. Ogilvie, Eſq; 
I. 35. After Part of A. Ferguſſon's lands, read called Lantonhall. 
l. 46. For R. Douglas, read T. Ogilvie, Eſq; 
P. 16. Art. 23. & 24. |. 13. For L. 1336: 16: 2, read L. 1303:9:6. 
P. 25. Art. 39. Delete lines 7th and 3oth incluſive, 
Art. 42. l. 2. For Andrew Kerr, Eſq; read Charles Kerr, Eſq; of Bughtrig. 


of 32. Art. 76. I. 2. For M Dougal, read David M Dougal. 
P. 35. Art. 87. 1. 5. & 6. For (name of the lands not known), read, for the lands of 
Aſhtrees. 
P. 36. Art. 93. I. 8. For ( Elliot), read ( Paterſon). 


P. 42. Art. 111. I. 3. For but the names of the lands do not appear, read, The names 
of the lands are Kirktoun, Effledge, Whitrigs, and Eaſter Middle. 


P. 47. Art. 131. l. 7. For (Duke of Buccleugh), read (Mr Johnſton of Alva). 


P. 49. Art. 137. & 138. l. 8. For Alexander Horſeburgh of Horſeburgh, read David 
Simpſon of Know. 


Art. 139. 140. & 141. I. 5. For Alexander Horſeburgh of Horſeburgh, read 
David Simpſon of Know. 


P. 50. l. 8. & 9. For names not known, read Milſington, Girawood, &c. 
P. 86. 1. 38. For (George Waldie, Eſq.) read (Mrs Waldie). 


©. 93. Arſ- 274: Lowe ines g- & 13. incluſive; in place of auhich inſert lines 7. and 26, 


Incluſive, of p. 25. Art. 39. 
P. 93- Art. 273, l. 16. For lands, read teinds. 


P. 100. Art. 312. & 313. l. 7. For (N. Mill of Faldonſide), read );- 


P. 102. Art. 322. 323. & 324. 1. 36. For (ditto), read ( ). 
P. 103. Art. 327. I. 2. For Gilbert Lawrie, Eſq; read ( 1 
P. 104. Art. 333. & 334. I. 12. & 13. For Torwoodlee's, read Harden's. 


I. 15. For Mr Pringle of Torwoodlee, read Mr Scott of Harden. 


I, 18. For Torwoodlee, read Harden. 
P. 106. Art. 340. l. 3. For Torwoodlee, read (0 ). 
P. 123. I. 28. For Portions, read Porteous. | 


P. 128. Art. 410, I. 16, & 17. For Ed. Hunter, Eſq. read See Art. 395. 
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7 O authenticated copy of the Valuation-Book, or rather Rental-Book 


cated copy; but ſince the preſent Family of Jerviſwood acquired that eſtate, 
it cannot be traced. Indeed only one unauthenticated copy has been found, 
which is amongſt the Records of the Commiſſioners of Supply: it ſeems. to 


have been either very inaccurately copied, or to be the copy of an original” 
made up with little care, being full of erroneous calculations, additions and 


ſubtractions, and tranſcribed with different hands. As to ſome Pariſhes 
it is very particular, mentioning the proprietors names, the names of lands, 
the rental of each parcel, and the deductions :—ln others, it only mentions 
the names of the proprietors, with. the particulars of their rentals, but no 
names of lands: — And in a third claſs, it only mentions the names of the 
proprietors, and the ſums of their ſereral rentals, without Aalen dung to any 
r To. J 1 i eff 3901 Go ent 


Tur next Wt ian Bock that appears, bears date anno 1678, an authen- 
ticated copy of which has been diſcovered in the charter-cheſt of the Family 
of Cliſton, with the following docquet ſubjoined : | 


© ATT Jedburgbe, the  nynteine day of May, One chin fir Indeed 
4 thrie ſcoir eigbiein heir. 
© 'THIS is the authentic Bock of Valiationces af the Schr of Rox- 


. Liege; reviſed and collected be us underſubſcrybers appointed be the 


© Commiſſioners of Excyſe to revyſe the faidis Books, conform to their 


* 


7 


\ © thouſand fix hundreth fourtie ane punds twelfe ſhilling four pennies: 


21 Vice, L. 314641 : F347 bs ann HEN. e 2d een 


* W. PARGLE,: Ro. PanoLE.” | 3 0 


e 


Gentleman of the County, tranſcribed by different hands, and both of them 
evidently old copies. Theſe differ from one another, and from the authen- 
veorel pf in a few N Ser Pit - | 205 


F 


Sw 3, £4 


| names 9 * 5 but only the names of the proprietors It often 5 
without ceremony, two or more ſeparate articles of valuation into one eumulo 
ſum, which, in forming a Valuatien-Bock, ſhould' never be done. It cannot 


F be diſcbvered whether or not it ſtates all the disjunions which had then taken 5 1 


place, as the. records of che Commit joners at t chat period do not exiſt. 


/ 


of the County, made up anno 1643, is now to be found. The Family 
- Don of Smailholm were ſaid to have been in poſſeſſion of an authenti- 


ſeveral Acts of Sederunt thereanent; which Book conſiſts of threttie pages: 
The total whereof extends to the ſoume of Thrie hundreth and fourtein 


Two: copies of the Bock * 678 hare KY hom. procured 1 another 


AAA PCI —Ulc 44 * 


| be nded under the original article. 


en ſome had been revalued, betwixt theſe periods. A 


EL: 
Anornzn Valuation-Book of the County appears in 1680, an atteſted 
copy of which is in Exchequer : but it does not correct the want of accu- 


Tacy in the Valuation-Book 1678 ; indeed it is little more than a ne 
ol it, and only varies from it in trifles. 


Ix the late political diſputes from the. County, the firſt and laſt of theſe 
three Books were under the conſideration of the Court of Seſſion. On the 
one hand, they were held out as the foundation of the later Valuation- 


Books, and as affording evidence of the original ſeparate valuations of many 
of the partieulay articles ſince ſtated in cumulo. On the other hand; they 


were treated as Valuation- Books not known; and Preſcription was opponed 
to chem. The Odurt of Seſſion, however, diſregarded the plea of Preſcrip- 


tion, and (as not only that Court, but the Court of the laſt reſort, and the 


Committees of the Houſe of Commons when ſitting upon conteſted Elec- 


tions; ſeem uniforinly to have done) in eſfect found, that no power on earth, 
at leaſt none inferior to parliamentary omnipotence, nor no length- of years, 

can conſolidate into one cumulo article, what had previouſly' been two or 
more ſeparate articles of valuation. And as a conſequence of this funda- 
mental prineiple, the Court ordered the names of two Gentlemen to be ex- 
punged from the Roll of Freeholders, who were infeft in lands that ſtood 
rated in 1643, at leſs than L. 800 Scots; but which had afterwards been 
confounded witk another article of valuation, and the whole disjoined as 
ane ciniuls: although it was pleaded upon chat occaſion, and it is believed 
with truth, that the lands comprehended under the different original articles 
of valuation, were now, by incloſing, &c. ſo much blended and confounded, 

that their boundaries could not be — ; and that in all probability, theſe 
Gentlemen were really infeft in a conſiderable parcel of lands not compre- 


$64] 7 


e- 


Tris: ſhows the neceſſity of | going to the hottdmn of daten, in making up 
a New Valuation-Book: And, with that view, the Framer of this Analyſis has 


with all the care aud attention of which he is maſter, compared theſe three 


Books together, article by article, in order to ſee if he could trace each 


original article of valuatioti from the Old Book, into the Books 1078 and 1 680: 
and; conſidering the barreimeſs of the materials, and the want of records, his 
ſucceſs has been as good as could be expected: But in many places, and in- 
deed almoſt in every pariſh, he has met with unſurmountable difficulties, partly. | 
oocaſioned by the general way in which the Book 1678 has been formed, 


partly from want of accuracy in compoſing it, but principally from its not. 


being wholly taken from the Book 1643, ſome articles almoſt in every 


pariſh, eſpecially i in the lower part of the county, being 'evidently revalued, 


TE Book 1680, was, in the political diſputes before alluded to, repreſented 
as a revaluation under the authority of the Act of Convention anno 1667. 


This cannot be true, for it is almoſt a mere copy of the Book 1678. From 
what. materials this laſt bas been made up, does not appear; but, by compar- 


ing it with the copy of the Old Book, it cannot admit of a doubt, that 


5 


7, or rather moſt of the articles, continue exactly as they did in 1643, 


+ Oruzs Valuation, Books have, been made up, and ie in 170% JE 
* 174 and Tart but none of them are calculated to remoye the errors, in 


the Books: 1678 and 1680: For, inſtead of again ſeparating the original ar- 
ticles which had been confounded, the blunders; of that kind are multiplied, 
and the names of lands almoſt totally omitted, ſo as to make it a work of 
infinite labour to. diſcover what lands are included in theſe cuttuld articles, 
VIEW the aſſiſtance of the charter-cheſts of almoſt every Family in the County. 


- SOMETHING more than a year after the Book 170% was compeſed, viz. 
8th January 1709, it appears from the very firſt Minute of Sederunt of the 
Commiſſioners which exiſts, that that Book had been taken into conſidera- 
tion, and found to contain many blanks and blunders. What pity is it that 
the Commiſſioners had not taken the trouble to correct! it! for it is in a 
great meaſure owing to its blunders, tl chat a number of atzen Uinmakens, have 


been committet. 5117 Tod! een Sbrm * 

Taz Book 1743 has hikes s adds up FO thi Book 1507, and 
the intermediate disjunctions. If the former had been perfect, the latter 
would have been pretty nearly. ſo: But the idea that the Book 1707. was 
the oldeſt of any authority, has done much miſchief. | 


As to the Book- 1770, it is only authenticated by the: oath of the Col. 
lector of Supply, and lodged in Exchequer. In it, even the dieiſion of ; 
pariſhes has been diſregarded, and every man's valuation ſtated in cummulo ; 
ſo that it is nothing elſe than a Roll for levying the ceſs for that particular 
year. But why it has been ſent to the Ts where 1 it cannot e 
Bs Nas = ule, does not appear. { 


THE Records of the Commiſſioners, which fall next to be 3 8 of, = 
mot exiſt further, back than 1709, and from that time till the 173 5 they 
ſeem to be defeCtive ; all that can be found for that period, being a volume 
which conſiſts of minutes and warrants, which, have, been originally written 

upon detached ſheets, and have been afterwards bound up. From 17 35. til 
1743, no Sederunts appear, and few Records. In I 743, the Commiſioners 
have begun to keep a Sederunt-Book ; but upon comparing it with the 
warrants of disjunctions, 1 it appears that many disjunctions have taken place 
which have not been entered in the Sederunt-Books: And as to che gina! 
warrants themſelves, ſome. of them have certainly been loſt ; as abſtracts of 
ſome disjunctions appear in the Sederunt-Book, of which the warrants can- 
not be found; and probably many others have been alt whächchave not 
been entered in the Sederunt-Books. 10 54117 16 11 bz 


Fgon theſe materials, therefore, it cannot be e das his wellig 

tion can give complete ſatisfaction in every particular. What adds to the 

85 confuſion is, that the later Valuation- Books, by throwing into one cumuls ; 

_ ſum, articles which were originally ſeparately-ſtated, or which had been 1 

afterwards disjoined, have led the Landhelders and Commiſſioners into many _ 

errors; and many disjunctions have been made of the valuations of eſtates; 
„as conſiſting of only one cumulo article, which really conſiſted of ſeveral Len 

Proceedings are evidently ultra virer, as the Commiſſioners have no pow 

= conjoin, and redisjoin, what had been originally ſtated ſeparately; 3 8 

dene, n only to a what vor beet, fas the _ dovinandsftted 1 i 


[ 


qc) 


=_ areunly' 8 tratifer from dai inte 10 the purchaſer, And it! is Curl. 


2 — Mah K live the Duke of: Mah, in a queſtiom about a fmall feu 

= in Moboſe)there ib Hot - perttidn of eee e which mentions _ 

= © original Viluatjon-Bogk 164. 7 
But, nowiehftanding all chefe ei ane the Framer of HW 
this Analyſts has attemptsd dhe preſent inveltigation under the! convition 1 


chat apparent impeffibilitzes often yield to dißigent enquiry, and in the hopes 
that He may be able to make diſcoveries which may lead to the forming of 


à Valdation- Beck more correct than any ef the former ones. Many articles, 

ke fbreſecs; hie His no materials from which he can throw any light upon, 

although it is eaſily TE yt that road are SOOT, Thee Be muſt 
OY eee rt vb: oy 8 
Is doing this, the moſt Agi plan, if Sa icabley Soul * N 5 

eee the Bock 1643 for a Text, and to haye traced each ar- 

: ticle downwards through all the after-books and records: but that he has 

i attempted, and found to be impoliible, becauſe many articles were revalued 
bdefare 1678 ; and eyen from that time ta the 1707,/ there are ſome alter- 

; atiogs which cannot. he aged for, but not many. The plan Which he 

| is now 4o fallow, therefore, is to take the! Valuation 1678 for the Text; 
de ach where it is pradigable, te trace the articles. from the Book 1643 to 
| the Text Book 1678, and from thence downwards to the preſent time; and 

| Where they cannot be traced backwards from the 1678 with tolerable accu- 

EE racy, to conſider the valuatior 1678 as a revaluation, and trace them down- 

gi only. | 

IN doing this, if dnfortunately 4# valuations of ſome individuals mal be 

fo far akered, as to make any material encroachment upon their intereſt and 

privileges, he 1 Thall certainly regret it: But it is undoubtedly his duty to ſhaw 

3 - things as they are; and if he ſhall commit any blunders, (and in a field ſo wide, 
| with materials fo defective, blunders muſt be committed), he will be happy 

l | to be correfted ; And if, upon the whole, this ſcrutiny ſhall tend to throw. 

1 light on 2 fubje& ſo intricate in general, and make the State of the Valua- 

| tion. e . better underſtood, f its purpoſe will be Buy anſwered, | 


1 Ln FR © * ry . jw 1 1 1 
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=_ :»BEFORE proceeding to the particular articles of Valuation, it may be 
- obſerved, that many of the original cumalo articles ariſe from calculations of 
victual. The wheat is generally eſtimated at L. 8 the boll; the meal in ſame 
pariſhes at L. 8, in otbers at L. 7; the bear almoſt always at I., 6, and the 
oats at L. 4. In ſome pariſhes, however, and particularly in the pariſh of 
ll Jedbungh, the caleylations aye reducible! to no rule, though they are all 
id to be made © nee in ſams: eſtates they dne wie 
as. e as, in others. 
= aided inhibi to e which eine POTTY 


. 3 is work each parith' fhall be analyſed ſeparately, in the order of the Old 
"0 i LR and there ſhall be prefixed to the Analyſis'vf each. paridh, 
> 55 * aS * their 1 n the Copy of. the ien 1643. 

4 . | | 
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0 
The feued acres of Hyndhouſefield and Boongate-crofts, at L. io, 1040 o 
The. feued acres of Jedburghſide and Hawickgate, at L, 10, — 620 o 
The acres of Maiſondieu, at L. 8, — 582 0 
Earl of Buccleugh, his lands of Langton, 34 bolt, half meal, half bas. "oi 75 
Ine, conform to the liquidation, - | ">; .. $7.1. 000 v 
Dame Margaret Kerr, Lady Yeſter, ner lands het „ je; 0 D 
John Madder of Langtown, - ee e — | — 252 © 
Mr James Madder, his lands there, - EEE 
James Madder there, for the lands called Turnbull's linda - =. 04-0 
John Porteous, his lands there, „ - — 26 8 
My Lord Cranſtoun, his lands there. ” > - 8 
The Heirs of John * of Feen Tk 6 "TOP | | 
lands, . * — TINT I. 158 © o. 71 
"The Relict of ditto, 3 de, oe 260 0 00 
II 
James Haſwell, his lands of Beese and Viſton, 3 Sz 0 
John Davidſon and John Scougal, for Nether n and Hardenpeil, and 
Teinds of Samiſton, _ = = 21, SO, » 2019 o 
Thomas Kerr of Merſington, his "Re of 3 —— - 1.17 208.0 
Sir Thomas Kerr of Cavers, his part of Samiſton, <- —=» PEE 333 6 
W. Moir of Otterburn, his lands of Samiſton, — 1. 0.0 
Dame Margaret Kerr, Lady Yeſter, her lands in Birniri « = 66 13 
James and Margaret Robſon, their lands in Ulſton, = =... 26 17 
R. and 1 Davidſons, their lands there, i e 1 at tg. 53 6 
John Douglas, his lands there,  - = - = - - 26 © 
William Douglas, his lands there, - = V 40 © 
William Kirtoune there, his lands — 286 13 
Robert Kerr of Gilliestongues, his lands, 5 — 66 o 
Walter Turnbull in Kerfaulds, his lands thereof, 3 So = 40 © 
Robert Rutherford of Rattanraw, his lands thereof, nere e 
Marquis of Douglas, for * en and 04 Jeaburgh, Stock 
and Teind; - L. 400 o 0 
His __ of Lintalce, L. 100 but evidently ſhould be 160 © o 
Being entered in the money column = — $60 © 
Laird of Hunthil, for Hunthill, Scracſburgh, and Grouodhouſcaik 1200 0 
Earl of Roxburgh, for Brundenlaws, = - 45 © Jr 400 0 
Iſobel Ainſlie, for Bankend, Ow 2 666 1g 
John Rutherford, his teipds of Langtown, — « 666 13 


WY 7 


PA RISH or JI DBURGH, 
'Conform. tl Mate- Bol 1 164 3. 


Tur 14 acres of the lands of Caſtlewoed field, at t L. 8 per acre, »- L. 822 


Earl of Sivewright, for Fairnieherſt, Langlie, and ieh Fotres of. 
Overwaills, 76 polls, half meal, half bear, L. 478 Oo 


O OOO KA 0 coo o 


O0 0 90 0 0 


O © 


0 


Mair of mee +. 1000: 0 0 
5 — 1678 o o 
: Deduce Stipend, ; - - - Er 
ER: WY}: 
Lord Balmerino, for Over Crelline, Min and | Mains, $t and T. 
r r 9 . 
goal: 6:26 477110 58 1767 0 0 24% nlv tad 
f RG W hee. ID : „ (4346 4 
Deduce ny Get. N On pops, (73. 2441 
Half 4 8 viftoal,; 21 FH) BB: 0 03011: 1-64 io d 5264 


* 2 52 FI 3 L het 


877 61 418 


NA This Ste esd . 298 in the cpr ef — 1 
| = but FOG be mp} Gn on Hi 207 200 J yago d. 2 9 s 


© 0 © © 


2 > 0 & 
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= EY ITED PEST BITES. Brought over, 
=» * Rocher force enen. his hands l T. L. 2540 
4 2 2 Deduce Stipend, | 9 . 229 
8 0 | Wrong deduced. L 2311, but ſhould be — 


= 6. Douglas of Bonjedburgh, 
TT For Town and Mains there, 
1 8 Poor the Mil, 
Auaads called Herd's Rote, | ny 
© Mains of Tour, LATE A 
D Nether Mains of Viſton, TRE 4anids: in 
®  ®Ulfton, and 33 acres about Jedburgh, 
| Teinds of ſaid lands, 


* * N * > . 
8 7 * 


- * 


5 


3o dolls oats, 


9 
* 


4 


= 


% 


© C 


* 
-* 


- = 


— 


; Money fipend, 
18 bolls, half _m_ half bear, 


60 bolls 9 


4+ ** 


. 


5 
* 


4 
ed 


L. 3200 0 


360 © o 


— 


ww 


£5» 


L. 2400 
365 
N 


- 
a 
* ” 


E O 


0 0 0 0 


— L. 14547 19 


0. © 
6 8 


— 


159 


—. 


—_—__— 


MS 


* 
\ 


oO o 


EE "Earl of Lothian, for mills of Jedburgh, 


of 
— 


* 


_ | Wron g ded vced L. 4860, „ flionld be 


1 


333 


6 


| 4366 © 


2310 43 4 


% 


4 Teinds of Jedburghſide, 216 o © 
_ _ Teinds of Caftlewoodfield, Hyndbouſcfield, and Boongate, 466 13 
lliem for the Swinnie, = 66 13 

Teinds of Houſtoun and the Tour, | rats N 104 0 

© Teinds of Nether Walls and . 7 e 
Teinds of Hundalee, e 206 0 
Wrong ſummed L. 1273: 13: 4, mould be — — 

Sir Patrick Home, his lands of mains ok Hundalee-mill, and mill 

* thereof, — 


26 


— 


8 
O0 
4 3 
O 
O 


13 
666 A 


- 1434 


4 C 
* * 


© 4 


The ſuniof this pariſh is entered in hs O14 Book L. 23,7 16, mond be L. 23 82 s 19 


= 
* 
. . 
2 bk. 8 8 1 3 2 EI * 8 — 
— _ — —_ 
- F 5 
o 


7 A L NAI ON of Fedburgh Pari 3, wee ene to Paluation-Book I 678, | 
=" e eee | IE IG 5 


ART, 2. e of — 4 - ; — L. 3064 o © 

In turning back to the Valuation-Book 1643 „it {appears that this: 7 

article is compoſed of | | 

: Aris of Caſtlewoodfield, at L. 8 the acre, 2 822 
+ Acres of Hyndhouſefield, and Boongatecrofts, at L. 10, 1040 

Acres of Jedburghfide, and e at L. wy - 620 


Acres of Maiſondieu, at L. 5 582 


5 


0 00 0 
0 0 O o 


; 


L. 3064 © 


— 


i 


. Theſe are evidently computed, not meafured acres. . 
The reaſon of conſidering this article as one cumulo, has been, 
that the Acerers did not pay their ceſs and public burdens ſeparately, , 
(although each perſon in the original Valuation-Book is rated for 
his own ſhare, but which it was impoſſible to copy here, the firſt 
Io page being ſo dirty, and ſo much rub'd; as not to be legible), but 
25 had a ſub-collector, ho collected at the rate of ſo much for each 
computed acre, according to the different rates of 5 e nad: 
ene it ts the Coney ann one lump ſumn. 


5 74; e ack * L. 3064 6 o © 


7 |: 
ay * 3 1 
yy; * 4 4 * 
i 8 


(9) 


3s | Brought forward, — L 66 0 ©. 


Several disjunctions hive been made from each of theſe OM ES . 
under; and the Commiſſioners ſeem to have followed the beſt rule 
they could have done, in all theſe disjunctions, viz. by disjoining | 
them at L. 10 or L. 8 per computed acre, according to the * A 4et 


in which they lay. 
Digfunctions. DDE OO, = 


Acres of Caſtlewoodfield, = L. 8220 © : 


Acres of Maiſondiev, - 060 | 
5 _ 1404 0 © 


Provoſt Frame, 19 acres in Caſtlewoodfield, 152 © © N 


N thus : + 5 


144 acres, (T. Waugh of Hawkburn), 
TP — L. 116 0 o | 


44 acres, (John Boll), 36 0 0 


k 


as above, — L. 1520 © 


Thomas Waugh, in right of his father, 
16 acres in Caſtlewoodfield and Mai- 


ſondieu, — — L. 128 0 0 
Ditto, in right of his mother, 6 acres in 
ditto, - - 480 o 
Ditto, for 2 acres in Caftlewoodfield, 
formerly J. Aitken, - 8 8 
Ditto, 3 acres in Caſtlewoodfield, for- 
merly J. Rutherford, - 24 0 : 0 
Ditto, 29 acres in ditto, formerly Mar- of” ee 
quis of Lothian's, - 23% 0 0 | 
Ditto, 2+ acres in ditto, formerly Lord 
Marchmont, | — "py 1 20 0 0 


Ditto, 6 acres in Maiſondieu, - 48 © ©. 
Walter Amos, 1 acre in ditto, formerly | 
T. Wavugh's, — a 
Inde remains undisjoined 728 0 0 
1404 © o 


O 
O 


6 


The neceſſity of confounding the” remaining cumulo of theſe two 
fields, is obvious; becauſe the number of acres belonging to Mr 
. Waugh, in right of his father and mother, ſituated in each, is not 
aſcertained by the warrants of the disjunction; but Mr Waugh will 
eaſily can furniſh information, which will lead to a total ſeparation of 


theſe two articles. | | : \ 


Hyndhouſefield and Boongate-crofts, 3 3 
Thomas Waugh, 18 acres 3 roeds, formerly Marquis 


of Lothian's, - L. 187 10 0 
William Caverhill, 8 acres, „ £0000 
George Boll, . 5 S :.0:;-0 ©;* s 

James Potts, 3 aeres — 189 --@--- - | . — 
John R. Aiuſlie of nden, 6% acres | ot pe: — 

called Springfield, - 65 o © 

Ditto, 2 acres called Allerlywell, — 20 0 0 | | 
Inde remains undisjoined 607 10 © | ; 
JJ —C,baewiot heir) Carried over, — L. 3064 o o 


— 


( 10 |) 


Brought over, — IL. 3064 0 © 


* WEE Acres of Jedburghſide and Hawickgate, , I. 620 © © bl 
1 Thomas Waugh, 18 acres 2 roods, formerly Marquis 8 
_—_ of Lothian's, - L. 185 o o 1 
1 Ditto, 13 acres in Mawichgice, ditto, 130 0 0 1 
= Ditto, 6 acres purchaſed from Ja. Riddle, 60 o 0 . 

Ditto, 23 acres from Ja. Chiſholm, 8 © is 

j Inde remains undisjoined - 220 0 0 1 
| 620 © 0 "x 

A RT, 2. Counteſs f Wemyſs, OD OG 4 4 220 8 8 1 
This is the Earl of Buccleugh's lands in Langtoun, unaltered ſince | by. 

1643, and now belongs to the Family of Buccleugh. 7 

1 . j "= 
. 3. James Porteous in Langtoun, 8 5 . 26 '0 0 LM 
3 | W ſince 1643, and now belongs to one of the ſame name. ah 

4. The Lord Cranſtoun there, 2 3 - 40 © © Es 

S _ Unaltercd ſince 1643 „now Walter Hunter of Polmoed. 3 

0 5. John Douglas of Timpendean, 1 418 0 © 1 
This is a junction of two articles ſtated ſeparately in 1643, the one | 3 

| for 6 huſband-lands to John Douglas's heirs, L. 158; the other to 10 9 
| his relict, but it is not ſaid for what, L. 260. | A 
1 | In 1707, and ever fince, this Family has been rated for L. 567, 25 
| they having acquired betwixt 1678 and 1 70), lands rated for L. 149, . 
n - which was part of the Langtoun LG ; but it does not appear with N 
b | certainty, from whom they were acquired, nor of what they conſiſt. 3 

| But more of this when treating of the Langtoun lands. 1 
| 6. William Madder of 1 - L. 680.13 4 

; 7. James Madder Herz | 5 „ 13 4 

- Theſe two articles, amounting to = 1263 _Þ 8 1263 6 8 


cannot be traced from the Book 1643; in which, 
however, there are the following entries: 


Lady Veſter's lands in Langtoun, L. 169 o o 
John Madder's lands, Ä 2820 0 
James Madder's lands; 427 0 6 
James Madder for Turnbull's lands, 104 0 o 


Theſe laſt three amount to L. 583, 
anſwer nearly to Article 7. 
John Rutherford, for teinds of Langtoun, 666 13 4 


—_— TEE hos — 1418 2 4 
Difference loſt upon theſe articles 8 1643 aid 1678, 1 5 4 a 
It is no leſs difficult to trace theſe articles nnen I 
_ to 1707, when the followiog articles appear : 


* —— "4 


Carried forward, — L. 5031 6 8 


: * x ; 9.4.4. q L 
** * ys * r e 
N 1 1. Bas : +. we 4 
. . —_ 1 a * 1 
q 4 - 4 { * a « * » 8 1 
/ = e < 

* r 

p | , 

1 = „ * 

. - ” e 

pa ” 2 - n 
h : * 


Brought forward, — L. 5031 6 8 _ 
Alexander Ferguſſon, —— E 0 0 Y 
George Rutherford, a 1 oy 6 5 
James Henderſon, - z 0 © 
William Madder of Langtoun, 647 13 4 2 
J. and W. Madders portioners there, — $16 13 4 
Increaſe of Timpendean's valuation, - 149 © O 
N | — 1463 6 8 ä 


Which brings theſe lands to L. 44: 13: 4 more than in 1643, 
and L. 200 more than in 1678. But it will be ſeen afterwards, 
(Art. 28.), that there is a deficiency of L. 200 in the neigh- 
bouring eſtate of Bonjedward betwixt 1678 and 1707, which 
accounts for this increaſe between 1678 and 1707. 

As, therefore, it is impracticable to trace theſe articles from the 
Text-Book 1678, they muſt of neceſſity be traced — from 
1707. 

1 Ferguſon's valuation disjoined thus Cumulo, L. 77 o © 

Mr George Dickſon's heirs, - L. 61 12 0 


| William Hall, - >. IF; $50 
71 0. 0 
George Rutherford's article remains unaltered, and now 
belongs to William Turnbull, 5 - 18 0 © 


James Henderſon's lands disjoined thus - Cumulo, L. 55 o © 
Thomas Waugh of Hawkburn,— L. 1 4 5 
Robert Ainſlie of Lares, 8 - 7.72 2 
tobert Scott,. = 36 13 4 
So far matters are tolerably clear, and (taking the articles as they 
are ſtated in 1707 for ſeparate cumulo's) perfectly regular. But the 
disjunctions of the lands which belonged to the Madders, are far 
otherwiſe. It would be to little purpoſe to ſtate every disjunction 
and redisjunction, for the Madders are perpetually felling and pur- 
chaſing; and whenever any thing was ſold, their total valuations 
at the time were always aſſumed as cummuls ſums, without regard to 
former disjunctions. It is, therefore, impoſſible to rectify the 
blunders occafioned by theſe operations. The Gun more ſhall be 
ſhown as ſhortly as poſſible. 
William Madder, afterwards Capt. Scott's valuation, beine at 


different times, L. 6 0 1 4 
But with this article was blended, Teinds de 
from John Madder, e 


8 Ladylands, formerly ſtated in YO N 10 0 0 


A— 


1.7 125 13 4 
Langtoua· aii, now Thomas Ogilvie, Kyo of Cheſters, . 
— — E | 
Teinds fold to William Madder, — "HEP  VEE 5 
Teinds fold ro John Madder, - 13 6 8 
Lands fold to Douglas of Timpendean, 299 0 0 


This is perfectly independent of the 8 i 
increaſe upon the valuation of tat ß 3 
Family, of L. 149, for lands pur- C oe 
chaſed before 170% | 353 5 : 

Manſion-houſe, garden and parks of | POT ah 5 

Laaton, now belonging to G. Black, V 

Langtoun Cow. park, ditto, «= ,- „ e 


— —— 


e over, I. I. Ark: 18 3| 767 13 4 «ls 5031 6 8 


8 


1 — 
* * 


* * 
v O22 «4 ˙ Ä Nr ns, "%, 
= 


SS 


( 2 ) 


Brought over, — I. 428 18 3 | 767 13 4 | $631 


Part of Wenzel of Langtoun, Thomas 

Ogilvie, Eſq; ; + — — 18 13 11 
Lands on ſouth ſide of Langtoun, R. Ainſlie, 1o5 14 9 
Lands next the Mill-lands, K. Douglas, - 41 8 10 
Nether Croft of Langtoun, Thomas Brown, 47 4 2 


Weſtheld, comprehending Ladylands, L. 98. : 
Thisſhould havebeen ſtated ſeparately, thus: : 
Weſtfield, belonging to Thomas Ruther- 

ford younger of Knowſouth, 85 

— — L. 88 o o | | 

Ladylands, formerly in Cavers, 

ditto, 5 - 706 V+ V 

| 8 

Lapgtoun-muir, ditto, 19 18 10 ö 


Teinds unſold, ditto, = OE, 1 


7 13 0 


. and W. Madders lands disjoined as under: - 516 13 4 
James Madder's lands, now Andrew Madder, 


—— — — L. 97 o oO 
Teinds fold to Capt. Scott as before, and | 
confounded with his valuation, — 110 0 0 


Lands fold to James Madder, now An- 
drew Madder, - 3 0 
Lands ſtill belonging to me Madder 5 heirs „279 13 4 
———— 4 


CY 


As the disjunctions of theſe articles are rather confuſed, a re- 
capitulation, ſhewing each perſon's ſhare as they preſently ſtand, may 
be uſeful. 

Douglas of Timpendean. 

Lands purchaſed betwixt 1678 and 170) and con- 

founded with his former valuation, L. 149 o o 


Lands purchaſed from Capt. Scott, 299 0 o 
| 25 | 448 0 0 

Mr George Dickſon's heirs, 
Part of A. Ferguſſon's lands, - a7 72 "0 
William Hall, part of A. Ferguifou's lands, - rr $0 
Thomas Waugh, part of James Henderſon's lands, 1 4 5 
Robert A part of Ams Henderſon's lands, 

— — — 1. % 13 
Part of Capt. Scott's lands, - 108 14 9 

— — 171 % 6 
Robert Scott, part of James Henderſon's lands, - 713-4. 
T. Ogilvie, Eſq; Langtoun-mill, L.33 6 8 | 
Part of Weſtfield of Langtoun, = 8-11 427 
—— 52 0 7 
Robert Douglas, lands next the Milllands, - =-' 41 8 10 
George Black, manſion-houſe, garden and parks, | 
= — L. 46 © © 
Langtoun Cow-park, „ 29 18 3 
© SE" — — 69 18 3 

Thomas Brown, Nether Croft of Langtoun, - Y 34" Wh 
T. Rutherford younger of Knowſouth, 5 | 

Weſt field of Langtoun, en d 0 

Ladylands, - - 100 0 

Part of Langtoun - muir, 19 18 10 

p 114 2”. 5 

1887 Carxied forward, — L. 1022 o © | 5031 6 8 


(48 9 


Brought forward, — L. 10220 © | 5031 6 8 


John Madder, his lands in Langtoun, L. 279 13 4 


Teinds, wits 13 6 8 6 w 
FEET 


Andrew Madder, part of John Madder's | 


5 RL Lands, 9 1 ; MF = 078 
We: | Teinds, © 13 6 8 
— Lands alſo purchaſed from John Madder, 30 0 0 
FF — 140 6 8 
* 1 4 
William Turnbull, for George mers | 4 
8 ford's lands a 20 
= ” 5 1473 6 8 
one Deduce Ladylands formerly in Cavers pariſh, 10 00 
"=> Lands formerly part of Bonjedward, 200 0 O 
£14 | „„ —— 210 0 0 
'$ Remains, valuation as in 1678, - L. 1263 6 8 
3 = ERNIE 
. 8 | » ? 
7 © William Scougal, for Netherwells and Hardenpeil, St. and T. - 2300. 0.0 


9. Along with this muſt be taken an article which is blank in the au- 
thenticated copy of the Valuation-Book 1678, in every thing 


but the ſum, which is - - . 56 Fe 0 
But the two copies of that Valuation- Book before mentioned, ſhow | 


that this blank article is for the teinds of Samiſton. 
Theſe two articles amount to 8 L. 446 0 0 


And are rated thus in 1643: | 
Netherwells, pain, and Teinds of Seiden 


— — FFVV 40 0 0 
Teinds of Nerherwells and Hardenpeil, 40 0 0 
E - 450 0 0 
Inde, deficiency ſince 1643, 80 5 5 : 


— — 


The difference 3 is here ſo ſmall, that a 8 can . be 
ſuppoſed. At the ſame time it is impoſſible to determine other- 
ways than by conjecture, whether the deficiency belongs to Nether- 
wells and Hardenpeil, or the teinds of Samiſton; but one or other 
of them it muſt belong to, unleſs a revaluation is ſuppoſed, becauſe 

the teinds of Netherwells and Hardenpeil was originally a ſeparate 
article of valuation. They ſhall for the preſent be continued at 


their valuation in 1678. But Netherwells and Hardenpeil ought ſtill | Z 
to bave been ſeparately ſtated, the nad * L. 3 50, and the teinds, as 
originally, at L. 40. | | 

Netherwells and Hardenpeil were ſince Aisjoined z the Arier at Y 
T. 260, and the latter at I. 130. ot; to keep the teinds ſeparate, 
they ought to be rated thus: 
Netherwells, of ſtock, (iv Black), 
Teinds thereof, (ditto), | . | 
—.— 260 0 o 5 6 75 
Hardenpeil, (Robert Pearſon), 116 13 4 
Teinds thereof, (ditto), - 13 6 8 

—— 130 0 0 „ 
7 2 e PAN OD. 5Þ1 

Article g. belongs t to Joba Rutherford Ainlie Eſq; of Wo . 

Samiſton, een 56 00 0 2% 
e ——mrnweitbiis) 8 came. orer, — I. 5477 Fa 8 


-z 


UC) 


: | | Nd ne {569 Ws over, — IL. 5477 6 8 
ART. 10. John Haſwell for Overwells, and teinds thereof, ee 300 1 34 


In 1643, Overwells and Ulſton are rated at L. 5 20. This muſt 
therefore be either 4 re valuation, or a part of that article; but it 
does not appear which, as the balance of L. 29: 6:9 for theſe - 
Ulſton lands (nor indeed any of the Ulſton lands, except ſome ſmall © 
articles which have under gone no 1 cannot be pr from a 
the one book to the other. LT! S bits! 1 

This article continued to be fo rated in 1678 and 1707, and came | 1 
into the perſon of Ainſlie of Blackhill—and thereby hangs à tale. 8 

In 1724, Blackhill's T ruſtees ſet forth in a Petition to the Commiſ © | 8 

ſioners, That his valued rent ſtood thus : BM 

Place Gateſhaw, - Mey X LIT | 8 
Town Gateſhaw and mill, 2 de e 
4 | = 666 13 4 
Overwells, - - 200" 13-4 = 
—_—_ at 10 36a, eters 4 
834 0 0 ; f "9 


And that his lands of Chapel are not ſtated in the 8 
Valuation-Book at all. | mM 


a 


T I . b 
They Sachen Go 8 That by comparing theſe valuations, with [1 1 
The real rents of the ſeveral lands, it appeared that ſome of the 1 
A farms were more eaſily rated than others, and that Chapel paid no | 1 
4 | burdens; and there ved that the Commiſſioners would de- | 9 
[| clare rh ran for the fꝭture to ſtand thus 1 | 4 
4 Overwe A * - L. 406 3 4 * 1 
ö Gateſhaw, and mill, - 534 16 8 
= © Chapel, 85 ue Ln 30 4 10 
i BVBankend, „„ - 5 £29..:8 6 
= | — 1500 13. 4 
And the Commiſſioners ordained the valuation to be revtified ac- 
cordingly. 
1 6 This rectiſication of Blackhilbs valuation (as it has ever ſince been 
' called) exhibits an aſſemblage of every thing that is wrong, that 
ll can be committed by Commiſſioners of Supply in matters of valu- 
ation. Indeed their powers ſeem to have been but ill underſtood in 
theſe days. Here is to be ſeen, a junction of ſeparate articles, a re- 
disjunction proceeding without any proof of the real rents, an al- 
teration of the valuations of each article, a transference of valu- 
ation from one pariſh to another without a transference of lauds, 
and a valuing of an article that had never been valued, which: the 
Commiſſioners of Supply of thoſe days had ſurely no power to do; 
or if they had powers to value lands that had never been valued, 
they ſurely could not do it by leſſening the valuations of other lands, 
without communicating the benefit to the reſt of the county, But 
the probability: is, that this little farm of Chapel was originally com- 
prehended in a larger article, and remains ſtill undisjoined. This 
article of Overwells now belongs to Thomas Ainſlie, Eſq. 


W 


„ 
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11. William Haſwell, his lands in Ulſton, = - on; Jon #thebu:'s 


12. Francis Haſwell, for his lands there, - | - Ic4 4 6 
13. Adam Haſawell, for his lands there, - 104 4 6 


All now belonging to John Davidſon of Halleres, bod two of dem 
have been ſinee erroneouſly ſtated in cumulo. Ha 


O 


r Carried forward, — i 156050 13 6 


* 3.83 


1 


It will here be teen (. Art. 10.) that! in 1643, Overwells 

and Ulſton were valued in cumulo, and that after deducing the 

' valuation of Overwells, there remained for Ulſton, L. 219 6 0 
Beſides which, there are the following entries in the, 


Old Book 2& 4 | es nb 
J. ad M. Robſons lands in Ulſton, — ae Sire a 26 YT" 2 
R. and J. Davidſons lands there, „„ „ 


Sum — I. 325 19 8 
But Articles 11, 12, and 13, only a amount to 5 — 312-13 6 


Inde, loſt — L. 13 6 2 


2 4 


— 0nd... > Brought forward, — L. 60go 13 6 


From the above articles in the Old Book, the three” articles now _ 


under conſideration ſeem to be formed. In which cafe, they muſt 
be conſidered as revalued, as they cannot be reconciled to the entries 


in the Old Book, with any degree of exactneſs. 


— 


5 | 217 


Ar. 14. Thomas Meir of 8 fog Ranaldſton, 2100 os 1 
Wn Otherways called Renniſton, Ranaldburn or Renniburn. It dap 4 


belongs to Mr Adam Keir, and its valuation is unaltered. ſince 
1643. 


1 
— 34 
: 92 + 2 F wy. 8 4 3 , 1 
ET» #7 4354 £- Gd UN”, 1 ²˙ A od 4 at * # 2 
— — 
{ g 


15. Sir Thomas Kerr of bal for Samiſton, 


To | | £ Fig x E's WP \ «+. 4 i | 
16. Robert Davidſon portioner of Samiſton, . =! 417 80 m4 nb 
17. Walter Gladſtain portioner there 


lands of Samiſton, valued in 1643, at L. 400. They now be- 


cumulo, at L. Shao 13:4. 


18. James Madder i in Wooleſtoune, — — 
Now belongs to Davidſon of Halltree. | | 

19. Adam Douglas there, - - »V'p8n - 
20. William Douglas there, 2 — kn - 


Theſe two belong to Robert Douglas, Sek 


Theſe three articles are for lands in Ulſton, and were. . 11 
ſtated i in 1643. 


N 


3 | bets 6 | 
21. Robert Kerr of Gillienongues, . >, 010 14990 1.66 bl .M 
But its valuation in 1643, was oh. p 


exclude the idea of a revaluation. It Dong to the l ok 
* 


Unaltered ſince 3 r to John Ruchiefd Ane, Eſq. = 


Theſe are revaluations, and ſtand in place of Moir of eee 1 3 


long to the Duke of . and have lately been ſtated in 


200 o 0 
333 6 8 
7393 0: 8 
233 6 8 


| 40 0 0 
ö Which valuation i is here adopted, as the difference i is As Fajalt as 5 eee 


— — 


Carried over, —; L 7263 6 10 


— — — = 0 


— wo 


qe —= "> yy 
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——— ee 
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0 i 000d al - bun g Brought over, — L. 7203 6 10 


ART. 22. Marqui of Dee for Swinnie, Srandalave, Old Jedburgh, nt i 
Lintilee, St. and T. on. 626 13 4 Ri 
This is a junction of three articles af valuation, ** in rege was 0 * 
rated thus: 1 E dile W e ile 9 
Swinnie, Standalane, and Old Jedburgh, - 4 400 oO: Won i - 8 
Lintilee, rated in che Old Book at L. 106, but * ehe ee 3 
ſhould be 8 We 2 3 160 0 0 1 5 1 


the ſum being — I.. 560 8 i 


And the Earl of ER amongſt a variety of ſs. 1 

is rated for the following article: | 5 5 9 

© Ttem, for the Swinnie, which muſt certainly EN A 1 
the Teinds of Swinnic 1 66 13 4 = 2 


Which anſwers exactly to the valuation 1078, L. 626 13 4 5 1 
Tbeſe belong to Were gf Douglas. IE, 1 


ef _ 1 1 * * 6 * L 4 
ew" ä * F VA. 
_ — — _ as. - — — : 1 
is.) F . 
I * * # £ * 


23. The Lord Rutherford, 1 8 1. 

24. John Rutherford in Scraeſburghs, CV 
Theſe amount to | - L. 1166 13. 4 3 "= 
And are all that can be Aae in the 1678, inſtead. | _ 

of Hunthill, Scraeſburgli; and Groundhouſeneik, r 6 5 


* 


valued in 164g at du el d 1 


14M 
3+ + oh oy "2M 
TS” | 


| Inde, loſt . 33 6 8 : 1 
Theſe * muſt therefore be conſidered as revalued. ee —_ 
In 1707, the Laird of Wells, for Lord Rutherford intereſt in this : 7 

pariſh, is rated for - 7 L. 1133 6 85 . 


© ]t taken off my Lord, when he ſold his Smale" in 
« Hownam' pariſh, and laid Ju his eſtate in this — 120 3 19 


——— making it in all L. 1336 16 2 

The n of che 3 170: 2: 10 from Hownam to Jedburgh 

pariſh, is ſo evidently wrong, that it is unneceſſary to comment upon it. 
The Family of Hunthill being now proprietors of Articles 23. and 24. | 1 

which are not ee ee 85 to be ſtated as in 1678. 1 


"a % „ 12 * : e 1 1 
1 * * . 


= * 4 a 
_ 
4 » 2 1 * 18 y _— a ” "6 * — 
5 3 1 1 * 5 5 . 
i 9 0 3 


25. John Rutherford of Edgerſton, for Fdgerion and beet, 5 
St. and T. - — FFF 1 
This is a junction of two ſeparate articles ſtated in + 
1643 thus : l <p 
Edgerton, St. and T. - L. 2311 0 0 = 
Brundenlaws, | — - „ .200 0-0 | 
Ws : | - 2711 © © 
Dim it will be N that in deducting the ſtipend from the 
groſs valuation of Edgerſton, a {mall miſtake was committed, and 
that its neat valuation is - - - 8360 13" 4 
Brundenlaws, as before, - - = - — 400 © © 
Brundenlaws a again belongs to the Family of Roxburgh, and was 
disjoined at its old valuation. 
Edgerſton has been disjoined as under; but in doing ſo, a much 
more ſerious blunder has been ed, than the triſſing one 
ariſing from the wrong deduction. The Family of Edgerſton are 
proprietors of Stotfield and Narrow in Oxnam pariſh, valued at 
L. 466: 13: 45 and though they lye in different pariſhes, and their 


8 


5 WD Carried forward, — L. 11767 6 10 
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* 4 0 = 
* — * a P F . 5 
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<< 4 ; : V : 
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27, 
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* 1 1 * 8 ——— 
— of: now 


at e go Brought forward, — L. 11767 6 10 


- valuations were never ſtated in cumulo i in any Vaduation-Books yet a 


lately, when the valuation came to ve: disjoined, the whole was 
conſidered as a cumulo of [L. 2777 13 4 


And upon a proof of the real rent of each parcel, dif- 
joined thus: 


Edgerſton Townhead, - - I. 439 1 


Tofts, Pearburnpark, Snu ughall and Camp- 


plantation, 416 6 8 
Stotfield and Brelryeroſt, FF DOS 417 6 10 
Shaw and Broombox, -- - 456 8 4 
Arks, Swinlaws, and Rig, - 418 14 6 
Mill, Mill-lands, and other particulars . 
whereof the ſ ene is liferented 51 | 8 
. 
Rink, houſes and yards, and tha lte. Ni | 
rented by 0 5g 199 8 6 
5 2 ä—— 2 —— - 2797 13 4 


The confuſion e by this Pans of die unclion, i b obvious: 


cauſe it is impoſſible to know what..to ſtate in the one pariſh, and 
what in the other, as the Oxnam pariſh lands, in the above disjunc- 


tion, are evidently blended with the Jedburgh lands. 


If, indeed, Mr Rutherford, or any perſon verſant in nis ei 


would take the trouble to point out from the warrants of the diſ- 
junction, the parcels of land in each pariſn, and the real rents of 
each as proved when the ee took place, it would de ay + 


to rectify it till. ; SETS, 
The method followed by the Compüex of the e 70 a new 


Valuation-Book, lately ſubmitted to the Commiſſioners, is to ſtate the 


For, in making a Valuation-Book, the valuation muſt; ſtill be con- 
tinued as formerly, without taking ;notice of the disjunction; be- 


11 3 


whole in Jedburgh pariſh according to the. disjunction, and then to | 5 De 


deduce the valuation of the Oxnam lands; and in Oxnam pariſh, to 
ſtate the valuation of Stotfield and Narrow in cumulo. But therß 


is in this an evident abſurdiey: for, either the disjunction is legal, or 


not legal; if legal, the valuation of Stotfield and Narrow is not a 
cumulo ; if not legal, the lands in Jedburgh pariſh ſhould: be ſtated , 
in cumulo. got 

Whatever a Court of Equity might decide upon the merits of 
this disjunction, there is little doubt but a Court of Law would 


pronounce it null, and ultra vires of the Commiſſioners; ; and there- 75 i | 
fore, the ſafeſt way ſeems to be, to ſtate the two articles ſtill in their 5 
reſpective pariſhes, without noticing the disjunRion, unleſs inform- 


in 


S 2 « 
AS 42 $4 


ation can be furniſhed to rectify i it. 00 Toroows bs 
| S OT -1 - . : 1 
William Crombie of Bankend, of Stock/, g - 533 6 8 
Mr Charles Kerr, for Teinds of Bankend and Moirfeild acres, = 133 6 8 
In 1643, theſe are rated together alt [. 666 13 4 d 7 
In 1680, theſe. to articles are Rated, 8 In, 07. the. , 
Lands are ſtated ſeparately, to Ainflic of der e he Tens... | 
are thus ſtated s +1. 111 F 
Teinds of Pankendand, Hawickgate, 9 belonging ak. 7 T — 
to Douglas of Adderſton)) „ I.. 83 6 8 . 1 
Part Teindsof Miriedacre(Adbotl),50 0 8 
3 60 d ,f560 ohn FEN 1 6 8 21181 bm nf] © go 
03 10 27014009 2001 2. T5301 TT bak munices 
As to the 1 they now belong to „ Me wage 5 Adderſion 3 . 3 a0. Hit 


but ſince 1724, have been rated at L. 529: 8.0, in e bm an 


5 ——of-the ref ification of Blackhill's valuation, (See Art. 10. ). 


2 in oy ok N 918 * 91 3 ty 1% 2 . 
E 0 & E Carried over, — L.12434 © '2 
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. ͤ K — AIR ws a, 17 2 hg Or Aden reg 


"RE 7 « ; | 3% / 40 ? 4s UL 11 Brought Over, 1 78 L. 12434 © 2 


AR r. 28. 93 Dog of Bonjedburgh, for his lands and teinds, 00 0 0 
This muſt be held a revaluation ; becauſe, in 1643, che r v1 1 

og of Bonjedward'slands, including Stewartficld, is rated at L. 486 rm _ 

or, if rightly ſummed, L. 4866. But in tho Text Book W abcr br 9 

two are rated at L. 5078: 13:4. 8 | 4 

In 1707, Bonjedward rated hu: e 1 | 

Laird of Bonjedburgh, N — L. 1833 6 8 11 en TP 

Laird of Wells, for lands purchaſed from : Hes) # 


| ditto, 7 2266 13 4 2 Raid bar DISTHION 5 
Lands W with Timpendean and 5 OT 65 67 Vita 1 
Langtoun lands, and traced as deore, - „ eee or] 8 


(See Art. 6. and 7.) - . 18/0007; Þ 17: 


+ 


4000. ry 9: : z N I 


Laird of Wells's part of this 2 digjained tus: : 2266 13 4 

Bonjedward mains, Ploughſtilt, and farm- acres of Bon- ee 

gere, , mill and teinds, confounded with the Laird ad 

Borjedward's py” gal me FOG 7 and disj —_ = 

as under, —_ Jo „ nul vin) onT ̃ 1 

Mounthooly, (Admiral Elliot), — 740 7 3 g nnidem of ok _ 2 

Woodend Cy ages ae or, wn * 4 ri "1" 5 baun 

ae e 66 3 bd e 

a * Laird of Bonjedward's ſhare, as above, GU! ln 2%, —_— 7 SE: 20h 0 
Bonjedward _ Ne. aan ed charewth, 00 "on Tenant cal 


ak. 


Digjoined hes it etal FOE L. 2402 8 9 1 oi dan ; - 
Eaſt end of Bonjedward' mains and others, the ſvpe- . +49 4; 24 
5 riority whereof is liferented by „ I. 0. #25 
; Weſtmains of Bos eden los others, d be nollol 
5 liferented by — 467 18 9 = OR, 708 
Bonjedward farm, cl anlass, de. 1 T 
liferented by wer bes © 4 00 2 aten 267 
Aſhiebank, Cray's park, and others, life=- / ; " 10 kiel ef} 216! 
rented b , 406 43 8 | 
Paſture-ground be-weſt Nustihew, Park- ehr ei SITY 
town, Sheeprig, and others, A A 
by — 403 16 -- 5 | 
Horſepark _ Saber, e. n 0 1110 3 nnd 
liferented 7 4600 8" 1 : op efOiPnutzib el 
Haugh on the h fide of Thrice, riow | no 
belonging to Sir Jeb I of An- inf of, ao yew 23:0) 50 
crum, is ELIT i 54373 111 0 
Piece of ground Wengen to Jokn Reid, [UT 90 NE RE) 
and laid into the lands of Simplon's _ _._____._______. 


E 1 I 1 0 2 
1 72 4 $+ * 5. 

Y 77 N 1 

PC. 3 

0 ** , . - . ' „ 
Er . | | © "ml 
; EEC nes . Fremme | . 

0 * $ 0 S r 
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In the draught of the Valuation-Book, * Aude e 81 
all theſe articles are ſtated to Jerdon of Bonjedward, which i en t 
the laſt two ought to be ſtated to the reſpective proprietors. fog. bal] 
It is clear, that 1 in making this disjunction, the two ſeparate e 16 
were not confounded from Ignorance, * but from intention; becauſe 
in the petition for the disjunction, it is mentioned, that che vaustioan 
to be disjoined, conſiſted of two artieles. But 12 Farther Aid; hat 
the boundaries of rhe lands comprehended under each, were not then 5 
known; and that the mutual ſervitudes which the proprietors of the | 
different” parts had upon each other, were bi a ed vn. 


Fuſſone, and thelr nature anf extent not known. | SEES ET ICED * Sou 


: M 4 A 150 . 
1 „1 . * 3 4 X . " : 


e 
8 „ een — " L164 o 2 
WV. Lk 1 * ny 1900 1 


— 


"A 90-3 


5 


From the principles before lid down from the deciſious upon 
theſe matters, however, it appears, that the diy unction is erroneous, 
notwithſtandimꝑg of that apology. It is therefore requeſted, that ſome 
perſon verſant in the hiſtory of this eſtate, would endeavour to point 
out, the warrants of the disjunction, the parts comprehended 
under each of the ſeparate articles of valuation, and the real rents of 
each parcel as then „ in order that the disjunction may be 
rectified. 


29. Francis Scott of Mangenoun, for Hartrig, nen and his lands 
in Ulſton, _. 

It is plain that this is a . of dene old We though 
it may probably contain ſomething elſe, as the names of Hartrig _ 
Thirleſide do not occur in the Old Book: But however that be, 
muſt here be conſidered as a revaluation, or at leaſt a cumulo ati. 


Theſe lands, now called Stewartficld, anddisjoined thus, L.1078 13 4 


Thickſide, and part of Oldhall park, - L. 138 19 8 
Oldhall, excluſive of part of 122. 187 4 5 


Ryerig, 02. 491.5: .-. 
Sheep-park, Wed rk Litdeburn-park, 

and Oldhall houſes, . - 76 16 7 
Howdenbrae's plantation, — — 1 
Chapmanſide and Ackyknow, - 140 l 4 
Plantation ſouth of ee, — 214 8 
Poundfauld, | 3 4 1 

Large Prior Meadow, a Coat- houſes | 

at Bridgend, - 0 76 16 7 
Broombrac, . = _ 13144 6 
Park above Broombrae, en gage da 
Stainey's-hill, coar-houſe, and barn.— 19 19 2 
Garden and houſes at Bridgend. - 25 13 2 
Stewartſield rep e d 

Frankshole, We ie 14 1528001 
Burnpar Kk hege r 6 
Little Prior Meadows; and e 41 0 6 
Barncroft and orchyeard, 2 36 18 5 
Mungeon park, ES ” 2 46 9 10 
Old Garden, . STO 16 . 
John Selkirk's coat-houſe at Bridgend, 92 2 6 
Daniel Govan's ditto, 2 14 8 
James Scott's ditto, . . 
William Turnbulbs bonn and Rable 4 15 8 
John Aitken's coat-houſe, - - 2 14 8 
Feu of George Fair's ould, . A 

05 a! D 1 386 5 _ 1078 13 4 


This eſtate born to Mc Davidſon of Halleree; ; and the di 
junction appears to be perfectly regular, and is thus ſtated in the 
draught of the new Valuation-Baok : But the laſt article ſhould be + 


ſtated to George Fair, Mr Hane pang as e not P 0 
prietor of the teu. 


I 


* 


ve ” * * n TT, 


30. Earl / of e Pls Oid aha ** Loge 5 Trinds * 


Birnirig and Viſton, | 


Brought forward, — L. A . * 


a 


__ 1 n | Carried over — I. 17921 © 2 


\ \ 
— DTS 


„ — 
* ——— 
———— P — 


— — — I — o 


——— — - . —— 999. 9s — 
— — f — — —— — 2 


TE, 


5 Brought over, — 17921 2 


Old Jedburgh 1 1 is a a vided of Lord Sivewright's lands in 
1643. As to the Teinds of Birnirig and Ulſton, they cannot 
be diſcovered in the Old Book. This is likely a revaluation, 
and muſt at na rate be conſidered a cumulo ehe. 


: Digſcined thus 3 
Old Jedburgh, and Teinds of Birnirig and Uiſton, | now . | 
to Mr James Fair, - L. 250 18 4 


Langlee, now belonging to ditto, - 157 8 4 


— 


In the draught of the Valuation-Book lately prepared, Thoms 
Smith writer in Edinburgh is rated for Langlee; which is a miſtake, 
for he is only liferent ſuperior, but has nothing to do with the pro- 
perty. Indeed that miſtake runs through the whole of that draught, 
and ſeems to have ariſen from e pins ent en "OY often con- 
curred in the disjunctions. By 


A 1 5 % a . 6 
BY AO 144 | 3 n 1 3 * 


— 


ART. 31. Matthew Rolhon, for Birniri gg mage Se; "aig 5 "+ 8 


This is a revaluation of Lady Yeſter's lands in N ſtated in 
1643 at L. 66: 13: 4. — Belong: to 0 Thomas Robſon. 


£2 % 8 
32. The To own of Fedburg b, for the three mills, 45 8 333 6 8 
Stated at the ſame lum in 1043, and fill belongs to the burgh V 
33. Andrew Ainſlie, for inde of Cafttewoodficld, „ - 1663 4 
34. Mr John Kerr, for LEE ESI 5-a81 and 8 4 Sgt] 
eroms, - - 057 E. YJood-gop tid nin; 
For teinds of Jelburghiide; . 1 127511216, ce $0 4 


TT laces | I My 0 
All theſe, in 1643, belonged to the Earl of "FOLEY the teinds of 
Caſtlewoodfield, Hyndhouſefield and Boongatecrofts, being then rated 
in cumulo, and the teinds of ö 3 but the lun ex- 
actly agree. i 


Teinds of Caltlewoodfdl disjoined thus : N 166 13 TY 


Douglas of Adderſton, for Blackhill's part, L. 106 13. * 
Marquis of Lothian, for Thomas Ainſlie's 
Part, ns =O # 60 © © 6 FROM C2111 
3 1866 12 4 v 


The teinds of — and We og | ; | | . 
belong alſo to the Marquis of Lothian; but in 1707, and down- 
wards, have been rated in cumulo. | 


: * 
* . pe ” y 4 5 £ Sf - . 
ud - * 4 


35. Robert Lord Jelburgh,. for the Fairbpbelt t mill Faſter _— 
Weſter Mains of Hundalee, and mill thereof; and for Over 5 
Crailling mill, and mains thereof; Rottenraw and „ and 
teinds of the whole ſaid lands, - 4264 © © 

N. B. Theifecond and fourth of theſe figures live _ —_— br Sl 
in the Text-Book. In the two old copies of this Book, not 
authenticated, this article is rated at L. 4056, and the teind | _ 


8 | of Hundalee ſeparncly at L. SN which makes up the ſum. : 
. 1er 222 Logs} Carried forward, — IL. 23254 6 10 
{ ; 
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| Over Crailling, Weſt Mains of Aan dae &c. the wrong 


Part of Fairnieherſt 1 Kerr's-haugh, 


( 21 ) 


Brought forward, 


| gun 
It ſeems to be compoſed of the following articles, rated thus in 1643 : 
Fairnieherſt, Langlee, and Jecburgh 


Forres of Over Wells, 0 L. 1534 © © 
Deduce Old Jedburgh, Langlee, &c. 
| (Art. 31.) already W - 408 6 8 


1125 13 4 


deduction being rectified, 2738 © © 
Headfaulds, called, in 2 1643s 8 26 6 © 
iattenraw, - - - $00 '0 
Sir P. Home, for Mains of Hundalee-mill, | 

and mill thereof, * 77G 666 13 4 


"Sum, L. 4610 6 3 Y 


— I. 23254 6 10 


This article wud therefore be reckoned a revaluation, 


and was disjoined thus before 1707, - L. 4264 0 0 
Over Crailling mains, mill and teinds; Fairnieherſt, mill 
thereof, and teinds, - „„ 
Kerr of Cavers, for lands purchaſed from 
Lord Jedburgh, including teinds of 
Hundalee, - = - 963 8 9 
— 4264 o o 


The above disjunction has been properly enough made; the 
valuation 1678 being conſidered a revaluation, and conſequently a 
cumulo article. At the ſame time it may be obſerved, that the old 
valuation of Hundalee, and the mill and teinds, Head faulds and Rat- 
tenraw, which were the ſubjects purchaſed by Cavers, was L. 954. 
being only L. 9: 8: 9. leſs than the valuation as disjoined. 


Over Crailling, &c. redisjoined thus, - 1. 32300 18 3 
Over Crailting, - - L. 1969 4 6 
Mill and mill-lands of Fairnieherſt, 
L112 9 6 
Incloſures, &c. poſſeſſed by 
W. Turnbull, _— 
Pichedhill-haugh, = 
Aſh-haugh, 3 
Brachead, - 
The ſuperiority of theſe life- 
rented by John Shaw- 


Stewart, — 


240 2 
20 14 


0 
0 
33 2 4 
„ 


442 19 © 


liferented by Archibald Bogle merchant 
Glaſgow, 
Part of ditto called 8 life- 
rented by Robert Ainſlie of Lares, 
Tairnieberſt. park, liferented by Thomas 
Smith writer in Edinburgh, - 
Howden, liferented by Thomas Forreſt 
writer in Douglas, - 


241. 193-..6 
28 19 6 
1 


242 12 0 
— 3300 It 3 


— 


Theſe lands all 17 * to the Marquis of Lothian in property. 


Hundalee, &c. disjoined thus : = Cumule, L. 963 8 9: 
Rattenraw, Greypeil, and Major's-park, liferented by 
G. Stewart, Eſq; of Grantully, L. 382 11 10 
Hundalce-mill, mill-lands, and lands in war; 
Mr Carre's poſſeſſion, liferented by 


Ro. Ainſlie of Lares, - 382 11 10 


Fon Carried over, — I. 765 3 1 8 9 [anne E 10 


— — 


kl 
1 
ö 
1 
p 


. 
Brought over, — I. 765 3 8963 8 923254 6 10 


Headfaulds and Hundalce-muir, lifes - 
rented by Thomas Forreft writer 
Douglas, - - - - 198 3 
| = 93:89 
Lard Jedburgh's valuation.i in 1678, being conlidered a cumulo article, 
this disjunction i is alſo perfectly proper. 


— - 8 —_ wn 
—_—Y 


Total valuation of pariſh of Jedburgh, — L. 23254 6 10 


R 


But the total ſum per Valuation-Book 1678, is . 23255 6 10 


Accounted for thus: | 
Article 21. originally rated at L. 66, but in 1678, at L. 66 3 4 


And now brought back to its old valuation: Inde 0 „ 
Miſtake in deducting the ſtipend from the groſs valu- 


ation of Edgerſton, Article 25th, 0 0 86. 8 
| — — 1 6 © 


Since 1678, the valuation of this pariſh has been increaſed, , By 1 
L. 170: 2: 10 from the lands which belonged to Lord Rutherford in Hownam— 
parith, upon his lands in this pariſh ; 2dly, By the operation upon Blackhill's valu— 


ation, which increaſed his valuation in this pariſh no leſs than L. 13::16:8; and 
Zadly, By the annexation of Langtoun Ladylands to his pariſh, valued at L. 10. The 


firſt two of which operations being here rejected, and che third e the neat 
valuation of the pariſh appears to be L. 23264: 6:10. 
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PARISH or HOW NAM, 
According to Valuation- Book 1643. 


Earr of ROXBURGH, for Bughtrig and Cuthberr's - hope, 
—_ L. 1100 © o- 


For , Southcoat, Grange, — nd Grange-mill, 434 0 © 
For Teinds of 8 - L. 200 0 0 F 
26 bolls victual abeymet blank | 


Sum, blank L. 


W— ——ñ— —— 


Deduce ſtipend, — 100 0 0 —— 
Reſts of the ſaid Teind, — —— 13s © o | 
This article blank in the money column, 1669 0 © 
John Kerr of Gateſhaw, his lands of Grange, = 168 © © 
Stipend, — - 11 % ; 
Blank, but ſhould be : 157 © © 
Thomas Kerr, his lands of Hownam, EEE 140 © 0 | 
Stipend, + 777 pee — 13 6 8 
| 15 ä — 126 12 4 
John Mow, his lands in Hownam, - — 210 0 © 
Stipend, = eh - 20 © © 
Blank, but ſhould be ———— 190 0 © 
Robert Davidſon, his lands there, a 17% o'o: 
Stipend, - 11 14 5 
Blank, but ſhould be — MI 6 8 


Carried forward, — L. 2301 © © 


A Brought over, — L.2301 © 0 
7 Andrew Pringle, his lands there, xxv bolls victual, half : 
by "0 meal, half bear, 4 - blank, 

E - N. B. The uſual calculation in this pariſh is L. 8 
. the meal, and L. 6 the bear: the preceding ar- 
po. ticle being alſo twenty- five bolls, half meal, half x OY 
bY bear, it is key that this ſhould be the ſame ſum. | 

1 Stipend, - " 16 13 4 

14 | \Blank in money column, 

90 John Robſon, for Hownam mill, x bolls, half meal, half bear. 

1 N. B. At the above calculation this ſnould be L. 70, which is 

6] exactly its valuation in 167 8. 

fl John Rutherford of Hunthill, his PER within the pariſh, 

7 — — — L. 3633 6 8 

* C More, 12 bolls vidual, - - - 84 0 o 

by More, bolls victual abeymet to the miniſter, | - 

A Blank, but ſhould be — 3717 6 8 
wu. Money ſtipend, . - - #357, © 0 

1 | Blank, but ſhould be — 3482 6 8 

- Andrew Kerr of Synlawell, for Over Chatto, 1333 6 8 

94 Money ſtipend, - r | 

= 5 bolls victual, (ſcems wrong calculated), 29 6 8 | 

1 e | 

A Blank, but ſhould be — e e 
0 Sir Walter Riddel, his lands within the parochin, 1733 6-8 
1 Money ſtipend, . 8 
The" 12 bolls victual abeymet, 8 7 0.0 
_ As it is not known what meaſure the 
. abeymet was, there is no judging of 
1 this calculation; but from this it would 
Re. appear to be leſs than the common 
ON meaſure, - — — 123 6 8 | 
5 Blank, but ſhould be | 1610 0 0 
5 George Douglas of Bonjedbur _ for Philogar, (blank), EX 
9 Stipend, 8 8 33 6 8 
. : Blank, 
1 Jo. Beirupe, his lands there, deducing L. 26 to the miniſter, (blank) 
1 Heſter Beirupe there, deducing L. 26 to the miniſter, (blank) 
: 9h Rutherford of Bankend, his lands of Stapleſide, 
# ! bolls victual, half meal, half bear, (blank) 
I 155 Douglas, for an land and an half, - To 02-0 -0 
1 Stipend, a 13:-0-.0 
I Blank, 5 mould be 51 0 © 
40 Jo. Rutherford of Cepope, — there, | (blank) - 
The total valuation of this pariſh, in the copy of the Old Book, is : 
ſaid to be f - 2 - L. 10695 0 0 


This is the only part of the copy of the Old Book where any 
material blanks occur. 


1 AL 2 TI ON of Hownam Pariſh, according to 7 aluation-Book'x6 78, 9 
aſſumed as the Text. | 9 


ART. 36. The Lord Rutherford, - - - - L. 3066 13 4 

Hunthill's valuation in 1643, was L. 4184+ Y 8. What the Family | | 
fold before 1678, cannot be diſcovered, or whether they ſold any 
thing or not; but it appears that they acquired Kirkraw and 
Grange-mill. 


Disjoined thus before 1707: 


Nether Chatto and Nettlescleugh, now belonging to the Marquis of 
Lothian, — 1 L. 1144 12 © 


Kirkraw and mill, (D. Rod - - „ 
In 1643, a land and a half, called Kirkraw, was 


valued at L. 51, and Southcoat Grange and Grange- 

mill at L. 434: But in 1678, (See Art. 54.) South- 

coat is valued feparately at L. 200. If that ſum 

IF therefore is deduced, it leaves for this article, as its 

1 original valuation, L 285. 

1 Mainſide, (Dr Guſtavus Brown), - - 911 13 4 
Eiſtenſide or Eidenfide, (Duke of Roxburgh), - 554 © © 

This confounded with Capehope in 1743, but ſe— 5 

[ by parated in the draught of the new valuation lately 

1 | under conſideration. | | os 

3 Taken off theſe lands, and laid into is valuation of | 

Hunthill in Jedburgh pariſh, | - - 170 2 10 


" 4) 3 As before, L. 3066 13 4 


As the throwing a part of this article into the valuation of Hunt- 
hill has already been reprobated, and not adopted in ſtating the 
valuation of Jedburgh pariſh, it muſt here alſo be rejected, and that 
ſum muſt be proportioned amongſt the other articles? At the ſame 
time it is ſubmitted, if it would not be proper to continue Kirkraw 


and Grange-mill at the old valuation Thus: 


* 


Kirkraw, (D. Roxburgh), 1 0.0 

Grange-mill, (Ditto), - - 234 © © 
Nether Chatto and Nettlescleugh (M. of — 1 
Lothian), - - 1217 0 3 1 
Mainſide, (Dr Brown), — 968 17 O | 1 
Eiſtonſide or Eidenſide, (D. Roxburgh), 595 16 1 | Wo 
5 | | 4 | 3066 13 4 50 
37. Laird ef Chats. - - 1200 0 0 5 


This is for Bughtrig and e hang: ani in Q 1643 at L.1100, 
and is conſequently a revaluation. 


38. Lady Chatto, th k * 1237 0 © 
This is wrong, being Kerr of Synlawell's s lands, valued in 1643, at 1237 6-8; 


It has lately been found to comprehend Orer Chatto, Haag hau, 
Sateſhawfield, r 

In 1707, theſe were valued in cumulo at L. 2437, and were afterwards 
erroneouſly disjoined at L. 1218 : 10s. cach—a miſtake which can 
cafily be rectified, as neither has been disjoined ſince. 

- Artiele 37th now belongs to Charles Kerr of Bughtrig, bod 4 Article 
38th to Alexander Kerr of Chatto. 


Cs Carried forward, — bs 5504 © o 


S ao? . 9 
N — 8 2 . 
3 8 WS 


1. 


< — I _ 2 


1 


43. John Kerr of Beirhope, 585 Hp Si 


than the Valuation-Books. It is ſtill undisjoined, is called Whitton, 
and belongs to the Family of Riddel. 


In 1742, Moir of Otterburn preſented a Petition to the Commil- 
fioners, praying that the Teinds of Whitton, valued at L. 200, ſhould 
be rated to the Family of Riddel. Many papers were given in upon 
the ſubject; and at laſt Otterburn admitted that L. 113 of theſe 
teinds was already laid upon the Family of Riddel, and reſtricted his 
claim to the remaining L. 87. The prayer of the petition was once 
granted; but a kind of reclaiming petition was given in by the then 


1756 o 0 


16 
| : Brought forward, — L. 5504 o o 
Nr. 39. Sir Jabn Riddeli . 5 
WW Whether this article comprehends any other lands than thoſe 
Fo which belonged to Sir Walter in 1643, and then valued at L. 1610, 
"ay cannot be ſaid with any degree of certainty, without better evidence 


Sir Walter, which was ultimately granted; ſo that matters were left 


juſt as they were, 


But though the matter was keenly diſputed on both ſides, it is im- 
poſſible to make any thing of it. It does not appear that the teinds 
of Whitton were ever valued at L. 200. In 1643, the teinds of 
Hownam are valued at L. 200, beſides a blank article for victual; 
but then there was a deduction, which left the neat valuation of the 
teinds L. 135; which tum may have been laid upon theſe lands be- 
fore 1678, though of this there is no evidence, as theſe teinds will 
not altogether account for the increaſe of valuation betwixt 1643 
and 1678. One thing, however, ſeems to be clear, that Moir of 
Otterburn was, at the time of the diſpute, rated for no valuation in 
the pariſh. — : 


If the idea of a revaluation is here rejected, and if the Family of 
Riddel ought to be rated for their old valuation, and theſe teinds ; 
they bave been, in 1678, and ever ſince, rated for too much by 
L. 11: But of this the Commiſſioners will judge. 


40. John Rutherford of Capehope, 1s 8 2 
Blank in 1643. Unaltered ſince 1678. Duke of Roxburgh. 


— 


41. Francis Scott of Greenhills, - 8 | . 
There is no ſuch name as Greenhills in the copy of the Qld Book, 
neither is there any article which ſeems to anſwer to this. Now 


belongs to Duke of Roxburgh. 5 
42. William Douglas, for Philogar, - = - 


Blank in 1643. Unaltered fince 1678. Andrew Kerr, Eſq. 


—— — 


k 8 ”. * n amn nf 


„ 


which both belong to Duke of Roxburgh. 1212 ald 
98 8 582 041 oh Sh, 


4 + bk a i” "Pr. ty. ati. dad di. * * 


— ie | 4 e | 400 © © 
This ſeems to anſwer te John aod Hoſter Beirup lands, blal ei 
in 1643, ſince digoined into two eqpal parts of L. 200 each, 


—— —— — 


{ 26 ) 


14 Brought over, — L. 8960 o 


Ar. 44. William Turnbull of Sharplaw, : 5 
| No ſuch name in Old Book. Unaltered fince 1678. Belongs to 
Duke of Roxburgh. 


45. William Rutherford of Stiplefide, - - a 


Blank in 1643. Not altered ſince 1676. Now called Steephillſide. 
Belongs to D. Roxburgh. 


Thomas Kerr portioner of Hownam, _ - 


This ſeems to be the article ſtated to Thomas Kerr for his lands 
of Hownam in 1643, at L 126: 13:4. To ſuppoſe the entry 
in 1678, L. 20 wrong by the miſtake of a figure, would, it is 
thought, be rather ſacrificing too much to appearance, though 
very likely it is ſo. It ſhall therefore be conſidered as a re— 
valuation. It belongs to the Duke of Roxburgh. 


475 More there of the Earl of Roxburgh's land, — 0 


48. The Ear of Roxburgh, ' 1 


Neither of theſe articles can be traced in 1643. The former, in 
1707, is called Thomas Kerr's lands. Ihe other has never got 
any name in the Valuation-Books. They both ſtill . ro 
the Family of eee 


49. Henry Davidſon, and his mother-in-law there, 5 


This ſeems to be a revaluation, and to ſtand in place of Robert 


Davidſon's lands in Hownam, valued in 1643, at L. 158: 6: 8, 
though the ſum is there blank in the money column Now be- 
longs to Margaret Henderſon, ſpouſe of Robert Marſhall. 


4 


y * 


50. Andrew Pringle in Hownam, - 
Blank in 1643, but, to appearance, ſhould be the ſame as laſt 
article, the quantity of victual and the deductions being entirely 


the ſame. 
Belongs to Duke of Roxburgh. 


51. Mr Fobn Scott in 3 Grange, - 


If this is Mr Kerr of Gateſhaw's article of L. 157 in the Old 
Book, it would rather ſeem to be an error than a revaluation. 

- But as that does not appear with certainty, and indeed as the 
blanks in the Old Book render the whole of this pariſh difficult 
to be traced further back than 1678, it muſt 192 ſtand as it is. 
William Gibſon, Eſq. 


It muſt therefore be alſo reckoned a revaluation. 


© 
366 13 4 
84 0 0 
146 13 4 
220 0 0 
©3313 * 
183 6 8 


183 6 8 


158 6 8 


— 


77 b977 1 — L. 10538 0 © 


1 1 
1 Brought forward, — L. 10538 © e 
Wh, 7h 8 
n — 
1 Ans. 52. John Robſon, for Hownam-mill, 8 79 0 0 
N Blank in 1643; but upon calculating the victual at the common | 
rate, it exactly anſwers to this tum. Belongs to Duke of 
? Roxburgh. 
1 
oe 53. William Davidſon of Weſt Grange 55 Burwind - 6 333 6 8 
Fes No ſuch name in Book 1643; fince called Weſt Grange and 
Y Burnends, Boorwade, or Burwans. Belongs to Duke of 
x Roxburgh. 
! 54. Andrew Kerr, for Senden n . . 4 200 © © 
Ng This makes part of the valuation of Southcoat, Grange, and 
1 Grange-mill, belonging to the Family of Roxburgh in 1643, 
FIG and now again belongs to that Family. 4 
Total Valuation of the Pariſh of Hownam, — L. 11141 6 8 
Wo By Valuation Book 1678, the ſum of the valuation of the pariſh is only L.11 14. 
6 But it will be remembered, that there is a miſtake of 6s. 8d. in the ſtatement of 
= Over Chatto. 
Wen In 1707, the valuation of the pariſh | is only L. 10,970: :17: 2, owing to the cir- 
* : 
% cumſtance of transferring a part of Lord Rutherfor oh valuation in this os to the 
eſtate of Hunthill ! in . pariſh. 


PARISH or OXNAM, 
Per Valuation- Book 1643. 


LApy YESTER, her farm. lands, with the teinds thereof. The 
Ternple and Abbay-lands, viij ** and x bolls at L. 6 the boll, 
and vii ** half-boll meal at L. 7, L 2269 : 10s. But the calcul- 
ation is wrong, and ſhould only be „ \L-2141 10 © 
Item, The maills of the whole lands belonging to her 
Ladyſhip within the ſaid parochin, and teinds, = 3083 6 8 
Wrong ſummed L. 5 352: 16:8, '— wo 3226 16 8 


Ane Temple land, - - 5 104 © © 
Earl of Roxburgh, for 8 8 8 of Plenderleat, — 3333 0-8 9 
Stipend, — - 106 13 4 | 


George Douglas of Wa. for Cunziertoun, 466 13 4 
4 


dtipend,  =« = row?” 16 130 05 
| 3 We — — 440 oO 0 
John Ainſlie for the Airkers, 8 _ 85 - 60 O © 


Carried over, — L. 9057 10 © 
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Brought over, — L.gos7 10 


Earl of Lothian, for barony of Dolphingſton, I. 4866 13 4 
Teinds of Overtoun, e 183 6 8 
Ditto, Newbigging, - - 0 
Lands of Fala, - - L.466 13 4 
Stipend, - - 2 8 
— 440 1 4 
— 2 13 
Adam Murray, for Overtoun, a — 1333 6 
John Kerr of Bothtoure, for parſonage Abd of $winkde, - 133 6 


- EE WE — CEE” 


Font Bam in Old Book L. 13161: 16: 8, ſhould . 13035 16 


8 


VALUATION of Oxnam Pariſh 1678, afſimed as the Text. 


ART. 55: Earl of Rexburgh, - - 8 5 5 L. 3926 13 


This is exactly L. 700 more than the valuation of the barony of 

Plenderleath in 1643 ; but whe 1 a reviJuation, or con- 

1 tains other lands, does not appe#r from the Valuation- Books. 
Theſe lands ſtill belong to the Family of Roxburgh. 


\ K R $7 L > SI $5482 44433. 7 ; AT EHAESSETSE 7 + * DK S { 3T IS 7 Þ Fc - 
« = N 


„ KX 


56. Earl of Lothian, © — 5384 4 
This ſeems to be a revaluation of Lady Yelter s lands. | 
Disjained thus : 
; Middleknows, (Marquis of Lothian) L.633 6 8 
a The remainder, (Ditto) = - 4959 17 4 
| | | __ 5384 4 © 
"The name of the laſt parcel of lands does not appear. 


57. Simon Elliot of Swinſide, P - Ke i 1600 o 
It does not appear what article this correſponds to in the Old Va- 
luation- Book: It muſt therefore be conſidered alſo as a  revalu- 


ation, and a cumulo article, 


This Family acquired Middleknows, (See Art. 56); and the valua- 

tions of the two were confounded and diyoined thus: L. 3233 6 8 
Swinſide, - - - L. 1675 o o 
Middleknows, - - e I a 6 8 

This disjunction muſt neceſſarily be rejected as  irgegular 3 and * 
two parcels of lands ought ſtill to be rated at the old ſums. 

A part of Swinſide, liferented by William Elliot, was disjoined at 
L. 375: 4: 2: But as the cumulo aſſumed was K it ought to 

have been only L. 358: 9: 2. Both parts of this article now belong 

to the ** of esd 


— — — 
„ 


58. John E of. Ladſield and Dolphingfton, - 380 
This ſeems to be a part of the Earl of Lothian's old eſtate ; al it 
is impoffible to trace almoſt any of the articles of this pariſh, in 
the Old Book with exactneſs. Indeed the whole pariſh ſeems 
to have been revalued. Theſe lands now belong to Marquis ef 


Lothian. 


Carried forward, 3 L. 11290 


5 


a 
«If 


2 8 E 
LOSS. NE 


1 9 } 


Brought forward, — L. 11290 17 4 


aur. 59. George Suid of Falay, - 


This is evidently revalued. Belongs to Wm. Rutherfor dof Ladfeld. 


60, Andrew Ainſlie, for Blackhill and Foulſheils, (now John Buckham), 
Afterwards confounded with Overtoun, (Sce Art. 63.), and c:ry- 


neouſly disjoined, at L. 410, under the name oft Quarrelbuſh, 


Foultheils, Floors, Highyeards, and Blackhill—a miſtake that 
ſhould ſtill be rectified. | 


61. The Lord Fedburgh, for Ribletoun, = 
Its proper name is Riccalton. It cannot be traced from the Old 
Book. Remains undisjoined, and belongs to Marquis of Lothian. 


[i 


1 


62. John Ainſlie of Harkers, - . + 1 
Revalued. George Douglas of Cavers. 


63. Þonraw, for Overtoun, ” 5 5 4 
Afterwards confounded with Article 60, and erroneouſly diſ- 


joined at L. 410. John Kutherford of Edgerſton. 


64. Edgerſton, for Stotfield and the Narrow, De £ 


This disjoined with the valuation of Edgerſton in Jedburgh pariſh, 
the valuations of both having been alluned as one cumulo ſum, 
(See Art. 25.) | | | | 


65. N illiam Douglas of Counyertoun, - - ” . 
As in 1643. Belongs to Douglas of Cavers. 


66. Andrew Ainſlie, and George Pyle, for the Temple land, p 


As in 1043 Disjoined thus: 8 
Merquis of Lothian, for a part, - L 78 o o 


Robert Thomſon, for John Cleland's part, 26 0 o 


04i0.0: 


389 0 © 


3533 6 8 


533 6 8 


66 13 4 


466 13 4 


466 13 4 


440 © 0 


104 0 © 


* 


Total valuation of the pariſh of Oxaam, — U. 14101 10 8 


_= 


_— 


Which is exactly the ſum of the valuation of the parith i in 1678, and the later 


Valuation-Books. 


1 
4 
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Thomas Kerr of Merſinten, his lands of „ * 
Teinds thereof, — . 8 {IP 
Money-rent of aid lands, - - 120-0 0 2 

| — 407 © © 


lll This article wrong aided L. 98 in copy of Old Book. 


I! PARISH or ECKFORD, 

| ; ' 
(1 ; 8 | | 

| | According to Valuation-Book 1643. 

"Mi Farr. of Roxburgh, for Ormeſtoune, L. 1360 o o 

| | Item, for Caventon-mains, + - 761 15, 0 

|; For Caverton-mill, - 4320 8 

14 Teind of Caverton- mill, - 924 00 

bil . Money-rent of — . 783 0 © 

ith Pringleſtead, - *, 40 43 

1114 Money rent of Ceſsford, id 8 

— 14 Six lands of Celaborchoun, ilk land L. 12, 720 © 

wk - $993 5 11 

14 Stipend, — £60 © © 

| 10 George Pringle of Newhall, for Hot, . | - 168 © © 

1 N William Young, for Spittleand, - - 100 © © 

| [4 Robert Hall, for Haugh-head, - - » 8 209 0 0 

[14 Mr William Bennet, for Monſmaynes, py 350 o 0. 

1M His part of the tcind thereof, = 21 0 0 

Wii \ 9 5 8 

[| i Earl of Lothian, his part of teind of Monſmaynes, 77 0: 
14 Teinds of Barony of Eckford, - I000 O O 

1 | 1077.0 0 

14 Lady Grubit, for the Maynhouſe, - - 400 0 0 

Fill John Davidſon, for Marchcleugh, To - 400 0 © ; 
111408 Robert Douglas, for Four lands of Burne, - - LE a. 5 
lh: Patrick Heron, his lands in Ceſsford, - - 538 0 0 

| - 


th. nero aro AF AS (oe oo. OT 
2 . —— 
ee ee q IN EE a. AS 8 r 


19 5 
fl Earl of Buccleugh, 17 lands in Eckford, - L. 476 Hy 
104 Weſter Moſſes, - : 819 0 o bio. 
* Græmeſlaw, | * oe 336 0 © - 
i „ Weſter Wooden, 9 A 1 9 
1 Six acres in Eckford, - „ 

ms! Mains of Meſture, - - 216 0 0 

Wl | Eaſter Wooden, - — | 200 O O 

| Wl Er Mill of Eckford, — = 441 © © 


2598 © 0 
William Ormiſton, for three quarters of an land in Græmſla w, 21 0 o 


"Som per Old Book L. 11,389: 5: = ſhould be L. 11299 4 11 


VALUATION of Eethord Pariſh 1678, aſſumed as the Text. 


ART. 67. Earl of Ronburgbz — W = | L. 4485 O 0 
68. Laird of Chatte, — - - 1140 0 O 


*** 


{ 31 ) 


Brought forward, — L. 5625 © 0 


Theſe ſeem to comprehend the lands belonging to the Family of 
Roxburgh, valued in 1643 at L. 5433+ 511 But theſe two 
articles amount to L. 5625, and muſt therefore be confidered 


as revaluations. 


Art. 67. ſtill belongs to the Family of Roxburgh, and ſeems to 
comprehend Caverton, with mill and mains, Pringleſtead and 


Ceis ford. | 


Art. 68. disjoined thus: a EST 


L. 285 6 
$55 .0 0 
— 1140 8 


Newhall, Mr Kerr of Chatto), 
Ormſton, (Mr Elliot of Wells), 


This disjurction was made indirectly. Kerr of Chatio having fold 


the ba: ony of Or ton to Elliot of Wells, the whe - valuatien of 


L. 1140 w s laid upon him. But Mr Ellive having dilcovere.} that 
that article comprehended Newhall, petitioned the Commiltioners to 
lay a fourth of the article of valuation upon the!c tands. Chatto 
alledged, that Newhall could not be comprehended in the article of 
valuation, becauſe it lay in Roxburgh pariſh. He was ordered to 
produce evidence of its lying in Roxburgh ; but having failed, the 
Commiſſioners granted the prayer of Mr Elliot's petition. 


Ak r. 69. Counteſs of Wemyſs, - 8 6 
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This ſeems to be the Earl of Buccleugh's lands of Eckford, Weſter 
Moſſes, Græmſlaw, Eaſter and Weſter Wooden, Moſs Tower, 
and Mill of Eckford, revalued ; at leaſt it does not appear that 


2276 6 8 


any thing was ſold. In the two copies of the Book 678 before 5 


mentioned, they are only rated at L. 2276; but in the Book 1680, 


they are rated as in the authenticated copy of Book 1678. 


70. Duke of Buccleugh, 


This is the teinds of the baron 


ſum they were in 1643. 


17 


y of Eckford, rated at the ſame 


0 L. 1000 o o 


* $ 7 Ser 


In 1707, theſe two articles having come into the perſon- of the 


71. Sir William Bennet of Grubet, £ 


then Counteſs of Dalkeith, were rated in cumnlo at L. 3276: 6: 8, 
and have been ſo rated ever ſince. 


— 


I. 778 © © 
This is a junction of four ſeparate articles, viz. of 
Monſmains, valued in 1643 at I. 350 0 0 
Part teinds thereof then belonging to 
— 8 
Remainder of ſaid teinds, 
then belonging to Earl 


of Lothian, - 22..0 .Q 


— 98 0 © 


Sir Thomas Kerr's lands of 


Vinh bite Carried over, — L. 8901 6 8 
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ART. 72. 


Il 
( 32 } 9 
, | 7 
| Brought over, — 8901 6 8 1 
But it will be aſced, What is become of the teinds of Sir Thomas 9 
Kerr's lands, which he had right to, and would not probably be ſe- 7 
parated from the lands, and which, as well as the Earl of Lothian's 5 
part of the teinds of Monſmaynes, were valued at L. 77 
It is no doubt juſt as probable that Sir Tbomas Kerr's teinds were 
taken into tbe computation, as the other article of teinds valued at 
the ſame ſum; and the truth ſeems to be, that one of theſe parcels of 
teinds has been omitted altogether in Book 1678: And it is ſubmit- q 
ed, if the preſent proprietor {if he has right to the whole teinds) J 
otight not to be rated for the whole of the original valuation, as in 1 
this inſtance there are much ſtronger appearances of W than "th 
of revaluation, in forming the Book 1768 ? 5 | 9 
Theſe articles belong to Mr Niſbet of Dirleton ; ; and if the above | 
ſuppoſirion is found to be juſt, his total valuation will be - 833 0-9 
Mr William Kerr, for Majahouſe, - „ — NN 5 
In 1643 valued at L. 400, conſequently revalued. Belang to 405 
Alexander Chatto, 1880 19 
bs 
Andrew Kerr, for Haugh-head, - 3 - 243 6-08 
Revalued. Archibald Jerdon, Eſq; of Bonjedward. 8 5 "I 
A ie +4 7 5 
Heirs of William Young of :Spittil-land, „ 1 8 6 8 1 
Revalued. Duke of Roxbvrgh. In 1743, confounded with his 15 
Grace's other Rode lo 1707, called Hoſpital Lands | i 
1 Th £ ESC | - 43 . 5 5 
Andrew Young in Cefsford,''** + = 4 — 3 1 - FR 
Cannot be traced in 643. Theſe lands lie in Eckford Townfoot,8 30 
belong to Duke of Roxburgh, and have been one with 5 Sa 
his other articles of valuation. | 
: ; 8 
76. Robert Pringle of Hutt, „ pe: - „ e 0 
As in 1643. Now belongs to M Dougal. 
77. Adam Kae, for Sharpitlawe's lands i in Caverton, == 100 © © 1 
Cannot be traced in 1643. Since called Hardie *s-croft, and belongs 
to Duke of Roxburgh. 
78. Robert Davidſon, for the Marchcleugh, | — - 290 0-0 


Revalued. Now belongs to Duke of Roxburgh, and in 1743 
confounded with his other articles of valuation. 


Carried forward, — L. 11148 13 4 


(3) 


Brought forward, — L. 11148 13 4 
$3 kar. 79. Heirs of David Yeung, for Prieſtcroft, - - 33 0 o 


P F Cannot be traced in 1643. Since called Shankfoot. Belongs to 


Duke of Roxburgh. 


8 


6 


18 Y 


$80, Ormſlon's Land in Græmflaw, - - Z 8 ” 


As in 1643. From which book it appears that it 1s three quar- 
ters of a land. It now belongs to the Duke of Buccleugh. 


Total valuation of Eckford pariſh, — L. 11207 13 4 


In 1678, the valuation is wrong ſummed L. 11130: 13 8, ſhould be 11130 13 4 


50 Difference, which anſwers to the Teinds appearing to be omitted 
15 out of Sir William Bennet's valuation, Art. I. HM 9 D.0- 
Wl , 


1 Spittal, 1183 
110 Fpittal-mill, . -= 420 
1 T einds of Niſbet and Spittal, - 1460<= © | 
87 Wo POO 4308 6 8 
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90 PARIS H or CRAILLING, 
According to Valuation- Book 1643. 


Eau of LOTHIAN, for Nether Xiſbet, 


_ _ oa L. 559 
Over Niſbet, - 636 


0 
0 
Plewaland and Abbeyland of Niſbet, 170 o 
6 
0 


00 0 0 0 


. Stipend, - e 07 
Wrong deduced "2p 3 but chould be 3842 6 2 


4 In the copy of the Old Book, the victual payable for Nether 


Niſbet, is, by a wrong calculation, ſtared at L. 5 58. 


Lord Cranſtoun, for Crailling-town and mains, mill and mill- ? 
lands, - | _— - L.. 6193 0 0 
Stipend, - 26 13 4 
Wrong L. 6167, ſhould be — 6166 6 8 


Jobs Rutherford of Keidheugh, his lands there, 
William Haſwell there, 5 


. . 360 0 0 
— > PO STE 96 0 O 


5 Sum per Old Book L. 10465, hohld be — L. 10404 13 4 


— 


T7. 4 L UAT 10 N of Crailling Pariſh, conform to laluation- Book 1678, 
| Amal as the Text, | 


Rar. 81. Zar! of Lothian for the Twa Niſbets, Mount-Tivio, and the mill, 
| Top . — — IL. 38433 0 o 


my, | Carried over, — I. 3842 o 21 


Yb, 


5 CE T3 — 
— — — — 
* - bh — FO 
- 3 4 re — ” 
a _—_ 4 ul 
8 5 
Sh Lt + Vr> 
* 8 2 = — 
* — 
— oF 


r 


CT 36) 


1 over, — L. 3843 0 
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T he difference between this ſum and the old valuation, 
is ſo mere a trifle, that a revaluatian cannot be ſup- 
poſed. They are here therefore rated at the old 
valuation. But it muſt be remembered, that it is not : 
a cumulo article, — HOLTON — — 3342 6 8 


[LY 
1 
+8 i A 
bo * * 
l 


It was, however, aſſumed as a cumulo, and thus disjoined: 


Niccalton's lands, now re- -purchaſcd by the Family of 
Lothian, „ 3. „ 40 
The remainder, - 3733 8 8 : 

_ — 3843 0 0 1 

This A ee is erronequs, in ſo far as it proceeds upon the © 

idea of the article of L. 3843 being one cumulo ſum. It does not 
appear of which of the original articles Riccalton's lands made a 
part. But as the whole lands comprehended under the articles of 

: valuation in the Old Book are now in*the Family of Lothian, and 
as the ſubſequent disjunction was evidently erroneous, it is ſub- 
mitted, if it would not be the beſt way to ſtate the whole juſt as it is 

ſtated in 1643? 


Spittal and Spittleand (which are corruptions often 1 for 
Hoſpital or Hoſpital - lands) ſeems to have been the old name of 
| what is now called Mount-Tiviot. 


: 


—_.. lth. * 2 —_ .. 8 8 a nc „* 2 1 4 — 


© 

ART. 82. The Lord Cranſtoun. — 4420 0 0 

83. Laird M vod, Obs . - — "0 4 © 
Theſe two articles amount to - L. 4434 o o ; 


And are all that is to be found in place of Lord Cran- | 
6 ſtoun's old valuation of : 6167 0 o 


6b 


* — 153 0 o 


— nh 
* 


CEE III. 


Ji ; Theſe conſequently muſt be conſidered as revaluations. 
I" Art. 82. now belongs to Walter Hunter, Efq; of Polmood, but was on 
lt | confounded in 1743 with article 84. 1 
Art. 83. belongs to James Cranſtoun. 2 2M 
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84. 4. Rutherford of Keidbeugh, - FFF f 
1 Vnaltered ſince 1643. | Belongs to Hunter of rowood, e, 6:7 1 
1 ES 1743 was e with Art. 82. | 
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85. Herie Haſwell 5 85 2 5 T 
As in 1643. And like ways belongs to OR of Polmood. | 381 


Sum of the valuation of the pariſh of Crailling, — IL. 8732 68 af 
The valuation in 1678 is wrong ſummed L. 8373: 6 : 8, ſhould be 3733 0 0 an 


| . x Difference, — I. 0 13 4 * 


which 1 to the error in Anticle 8iſt. 


PARISH. 


38 7 


PARISH OF SOUTHDEAN, | or CHESTERS, 
According to Valuat on- Bool 1643. 


a” 


| Lonp Cranſtoun, for Woollie and others, - - L. 1000 o o 
Lady Minto, her lands of hope, . 200 0 © 


Marquis of Douglas, his 1285 of Jed Forreſt, being four- ſcore 
ſteids, L. 4000 © o 1 


— 


] Stipend a 8 0 e 
1 1 8 - 3666 13 4 
% Mm ee os Sum per Vaiuation-Buok 1643, — L. 4866 13 4 
4 {4 VALUATION Southdean or Cheſters 1678, aſſumed as the Text. 
1 Aar. 86. G. Elliot of Stenhouſe-edge, for Woollie, - > 1% 1000 0 0 
9 % Unaltered fince 1643, and now belongs to Cornelius Elliot, Eſq; 
7 87, 1 of Douglas, 4 18 L. 4475 0 0 
9 This is a revaluation of the two a articles of the Book 1643. 
3 : Disjoined thus: | : a 
i Jed Forreſt; (Douglas of Douglas) L. 4441 13 4 
Adam Scott of Afhtrees, (name of the 
lands not known) 8 8 or 
i | | ** 
8 3 Total yomation ofthe pariunnia 1678, and all the ſubſequent Valuation-Books, E 5475 o O 
0 1 This pariſh is now conſiderably enlarged, by the maren of the kirk and pariſh 
— of Abbotrule in 1777. — 


Y PARISH or CASTLETOUN, - 
According to Valuation-Book 1643. 


EARL of BUCCLEUGH,  +« FWG 
Item, Mair for my Lord Buccleugh, „ ibn 
Sir William Douglas of Cavers, = - ono . 420 
William Scott of Mangertoun, - | — 12800 
John Scott of Gorrenberrie, - «a iis! 1:42:45 2600 
James Elliot appeirand of Redhaugh, — - — 600 
Robert Elliot of Larieſton, e - _ 1334 
William Elliot of Stobe, Gs - — 160 
L. Armſtrong, Quhithaugh, 7 wo me — 400 
William Elliot of Dunliebyre, e e e 24979 » eee, 
Robert Pringle of Stitebell, — e e e 
Archibald Elliot of Middleſter, (Midlem-milly ads); tel og 


Total valuation of Caftterorm — Venter bect ZN „ — 1 1 15860 b 


. 1 1 


p 


Bel > 00 0 ooo 00 
55 | 
6 [0006 


— * _ tt 


I" © 
_ VALUATION 7 ien Pariſh 16 78, e as the Text. 
. Ax r. 88. Dule of Bucleugh, - - - -  L.gito o o 
I it * This conſiſts of the following articles, as ſtated in 1643: | 
1 Earl of Buccleugh's lands, L. 8600 o o 
| F Item, Mair for my Lord Buccleugh, 450 0 0 
| i Robert Pringle of Stitchell's lands, 60 o 0 
1 9110 0 0 
4 
| 4 — All theſe lands ſtill belong to the Family of Buccleugh, but the names 
1.08 of the lands do not appear. 
RR : 
[4 F 89. Wnt) ente of 88 - Oo. 420 0 0: 
| 1 In 1643, this is entered to Douglas of Cavers, but the lands not named. 
— In 150), it is ſtated to Forreſter of Stangietſide; and in 1743, the 
name of the lands is faid to be — but its real name is 
certainly Greena. 
It now ee £0 to Mr Oliver of Dinlabyre. 
. 5 
5 Francis Scott of Mangertoun, 5 : 1280 0 0 
*91. John Ellict of Thorliſhope, 0 . - - 520 0 0 
Theſe entered in cumulo, in 1643, to Scott of Mangertoun, Art. 90. | 
now belongs to D. Buccleugh. Art. 91. to W. Walker. 
92. Francis Scott of Gorrenberrie, | - — - - 1600 0 o 
| As in 1643. Duke of Buccleugh. | 
| 7 ä 
lj 93. R. Elliot of Larieſton, - 3 — 1934 0 © 
5 This is a junction of two ſeparate articles, ſtated Sat in 1 1643 : 
11/8 James Elliot appearand of Redhaugh, L.600 o o 4 
1 Kobert Elliot of Larieſton, | F334 Oo o 
10 1934 0 0 
| Il i | | The whole aſſumed as a cumulo article, and dijoined thus: 
mt. Larieſton, (Col. Elliot of Laricſton), L. 834 0 0 
| Demainholm, ( Elliot), * 200 0 © 
0 Blackhope, (Dinlabyre), — 200 0 . 
ih Chriſtopher Irvine of bs (digoined as | 
under), 700 © 0 
HFartſgarth and 3 ( William a 
Sharp of Hartſgarth, L. 466 13 4 5 
Techaugh and Greenholm, 
( Manderſton), 136 15 8 
Redhavgh, (Robert Eliot), 96 11 O 
700 0 o | 1934: 0 0 - 
Theſe dixjun&ions (ſo far as 10 proceed upon the des of Elliot 


of Larieſton's valuation in 1678 being a cumulo article) are erro- 

ncous. But unleſs it was known exactly what lands were compre- 

hended in Elliot of Redhaugh's article of valuation, it cannot be rec- 
. tified; ani therefore it muſt neceſſarily ſtand as it is till that den 18 


Carried 8 — L. 14864 9 


- 43) 


Brought forward, — L. 14864 o o 


f. John Elliot of Beickflonlecs, 1 5 
As in 1643. Belongs to Douglas of 8 Since called Black- 


ſtonlees and Baxtonlees, but is beſt known by the name of the 


13 Peel. : 
£5 95. William Elliot of 3 — - - 400 0 © 
— 5 
* As in 1643. William ME * 
Is g6. Francis Armſtrong of Whitehaugh, | — . 400 © 0 
As in 1643. Now disjoincd thus: | . 
WY Whitehaugh, excluſive of part fold to | Duke of Buc- 
A cleugh, (Jo. Elliot Liqz; — L. 200 3 
Is Part of ditto, (Duke of Buccleugh) 199 17 © 
35 | — 400 0 © 
| wa. 
3 * 
; 97. Robert Elliot of Midlem-mill, 35 —— 36 0 
. As in 1643. Duke of Bacdengh. 
b Total valuation of Caſtletoun pariſh, — I. 15860 o 0 
In one reſpect, the Analyſis of the Valuation of this pariſh is more ſatisfactory 
than of any of the preceding pariſhes. There having been no articles revalued 
; ſince 1643, every one of-them is traced to the preſent time, without the ſmalleſt 
5 variation. But, ſo far as regards the names of lands, the Analyſis of this pariſh is 
1 rather more defective than that of any of the former pariſhes, and particularly in 
_ the Duke of Buccleugh's lands. It is indeed eaſy to know wnat lands his Grace has 
"oY 1 in the pariſh; but that will not do, unleſs it is alſo known what lands are compre- 
. hended under each ſeparate article of valuation. 
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Per V. aluation - Book 1043. 


4 : 

i Farr of TRAQUAIR, 5 eee L. 214 10 © 

I My Lord Cranſtoun, , — - - i850 13 4 

4 William Douglas of 8 - — 195 0 0 

4 T. Turnbull of Tour, - — e 104 0 o 

9 Laird of Gledſtains, : o — 1240 0 0 

3 William Gledftaind of Colliürthil, - | - e 
5 W. Elliot of Stobbs +» — Rn eee. 3433 6 8 | 
* W. Scott of Gowdielands, e - 400 0 00 

3 Earl of Buccleugh, 3 - 40 B94 4093 6 8 
William Scott of Mangertoune, JFC 2 

. K Carried over, — IL. 12797 10 © 


, ; . + 
9 : v K 


This difference of L. 100 neat, ſeems not to have WER from a re- 


| | valuation, of which there is not the ſmalleſt appearance, but 

fl rather from miſtake. The old valuation is therefore here adopted, 7794 © © 
ö In 170), rated thus: 

| Laird of Cavers, for his lands and teinds of the 

if pariſh, - . 1 7263 oO 

| Feuars of Denholm, M 7 30 0 © 

0 7293 0 0 

| 


Here again there is no leſs than L. 401 of valuation loft betwixt 
1678 and 1707, when it is not pretended that there is or could 
be a revaluation. 


_— — 
— 


| Brought over, — L. 12797 10 o 
G. Scott in Dockcleugh, „ 18 - 140 0 0 
Walter Scott in Stobitcoat, — — — 260 0 0 
SOeorge Gledſtains of Dod, EY - | -. 180 0 0 
Sir William Douglas of Cavers, - - „ 344 0 8 | 
Anna M*Gill, 1 ady Summington, - - 200. 0. 0 
Mr Walter N Gill, - — - 8 
| Won ſummed L. 18922: 16:8, ſhould be — L. 19021 16 8 
1 VALUATION of Cavers Pariſh 1678, aſſumed as the Text. | 
| Arr. 98. The Well, = — — L. 214 10 © 
| As in . William Elliot, Eſq; of Wells. | 
1 99. WWilham Douglas of Collifordhill, - 1 266 13 4 
4 As in 1643. Archibald Douglas, Eſq; of Adderſton. 
6 100. William Douglas of G and his grandmother, L. 759 oO oO | 
14 This is compoſed of the following articles : 
1 Cavers's valuation in 164 33 - by $344 6 8 
0 1 Lord Cranſtoun's valuation, — 180 13 4 
| 1 | William Douglas of 3 195 0 0 
4 Turnbull of Tour's lands, - 104 0 0 
q Lady dummington's lan]s, 200 © © 
14 Mr William M“Gill's lands, - 100 © 0 
1 Sum 7794 0 0 
| 


 Cavers' s old valuation disjoined thus: — L. 5344 6 3 
Teinds ſold to Stobs, — L. 400 0 00 
Part of Haſſendean Ladylands ſold to 
Duke of Roxburgh, and laid into Minto 
pariſn before 1743, 18 © © 
6 Acres of ditto ſold to the Duke 8 
Buccleugh, and laid into Minto 8 
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May 1745, 16 0 © 
Langtoun Ladylands laid! into . 10 © o 
Lands of Cavers, and teinds of the pariſh, 6 


excluſive of Elliot of Stobs teinds; 4900 8 | 
; —— $5344 6 8 


Carried forward, — L. 8275 3 4 


( 39 } 


Brought forward, — * 827; 3 4 


In the . from the Kelſo Diſtrict, upon the draught of the ] 
Valuation-Book-latcly ſubmitted to the ComniitHoners, a conjecture | 
is made, (for it is nothing more), that only one article called Haſſen- 
dean Ladylands, was disjoined from Cavers's valuation, and laid into 
Minto ; and that the fimilarity between the two ſums at which they 
are rated, and between the tiiles of the two Noble Families to whom 


* 4 
* 

E. 
N 
Wo 
Ks - 


15 they belong, may have occaſioned the olunder. But the con jecture 
of is without foundation; for, the Duke of Roxburgh', Ladylands 
; was disjoined, and laid into Minto before 747, as appcars from the 
1 Valuation-Book authenticated that year : But the Duke of Buc— 
36 cleugh's Ladylands were not disjoined till th May 1745, as appears 
from the warrants of the disjunction, ſtill extant. 
Ar: 101. Laird of Glad/tains, OW - — | 1240 0 0 
Disjoined thus: 
Humbleknows, (William Scott of Burnhead), 
Ormſton, (F. Currer of Ormſton), G75 18 4 
Orchard, (William Dickſon of AY $16 0-0. 
Ws 1240 © © 
No evidence of this disjunction is to be 8 amongſt the Re- 
cords, or in the Scderunt Books. It is not taken notice of in 5 
. Valuation-Book 1743; but is gathered from the Ceſs- Rolls, in 
which the ſeparate valuations of Ormſton and Orchard are 
ſtated as above: From which it tollows of neceſſi ity, that Humble- 
knows muſt have been disjoined at L. 2 $4 :4:8. 
102. Sir William Elliot of Stobs, 5 1633 6 8 
= 103. Elliot of Lymiecleugh, mw - 7 2000 0 © 
1 104. Elliot of Carlenrick, , - - - 500 © © 
71 1059. Chriſtopher Irving of Binks, SEW „ 4 300 © © 
7 In 1643, theſe four articles were rated in cumulb, at L. 3433: 6: 8. 4 
Ws Art. 102. comprehends Stobs, Langſide, Penchriſe, Stainiſhope, 
1 Singlie, Harrotburn, and Williamrig. 
7 Fe 102. and 103. now belong to Sir F. Elliot of Stobs. 
1 Article 105. belongs to John Elliot of Binks. 
| 1 Article 104 has been thus disjoined-— L. 500 o © 
bj Carlenrickrig, (George Potts, Eſq:) L. 366 13 4 
"= Merrylaw, ( Scott, Dc! 133 6 8 
' 8 | — | 500 © 0 
106. Duke of Buccleugh, — - - 5893 5 
This is compoſed of b | . 
Earl of Buccleugh's old valuation, L. 4093 6 8 
Scott of Mangertoun, - 1000 0 o 
Scott of Gowdielands, „ 
G. Scott in Dockcleughh, - 140 0 0 
W. Scott in Stobitcoat, — 260 0 o 
. 


| Carried over, — L. 18841 16 8 
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| „ 
| Brought over, — L. 18241 16 8 


In 1507, the Duke's valuation is ſtated thus: 


Dutcheſs of Buccleugh, - L. 40 f0 14 6 


e,, 1882 12 2 


1 


But it does not appear what lands are comprehended under Ae 
of theſe articles. 


ART. 107. A. Gladains of Dod, - - — 180 0 0 


As in 1643. Disjoined thus before 1707: 


Dod, (Gideon Pott, Eſq;) þ - L. 139 o 0 


Hunthill, (Duke of Buccleugh) — 3 8 8 
wi 180 0 © 


—— 


— 


Total valuation of Cavers pariſh as in 1643, — L. 19021 16 8 


In 167 78, it is only L. 18921 : $16; 8, which Is exactly L. 100, Lor 


the first miſtake in Cavers's valuation, leſs than che original va- 
luation 1643. | 

In 1707, the valuation of the pariſh is wrong had L. 18552 
16s. 8 d. but ſhould only be - - - 18520 16 8 


= Difference, — L. 501 © o 
Accounted for thus : 
Miſtake in Cavers's valuation 1678, - L. 100 o o. 


Another miſtake in 1707, - - 401 O 0 ; 
— — 491 0 0 


In 1743, the valuation of the pariſh is . 5 18893 16 8 


which is leſs than the original valuation i 128 0 0 


Accounted for thus: 


Firſt miſtake in Cavers's valuation, the ſecond being then reCti- 
fied, - - {71S - L100 0-0 
Langtoun Ladylands, by that time disjoined, = 10 0 © 
Duke of Roxburgh's part of Haſſendean Ladylands, 
the Duke of Buccleugh's part not being disjoined till 


two years after, - . I8 0 0 
— — 129 0 6 


by 


And i in the 1 of the Valuadons Book lately under conſider- 


ation, the amount is - - - 18877 16 8 


Which is leſs than the original valuation, - 160 © 


Accounted for thus: 


'The above ſum of - 5 L. 128 0 o 3 
Duke of Buccleugh's Haſſendean Ladylands, 5 16 0 0 


— 144 © 0 
But the real valuation of the parifh ſeems to be 18977 16 8 
Langtoun Ladylands, laid into Jedburgh, - 10 0 0 
Haſſendean Ladylands, laid into Minto, 34 0 0 
As in 1643, 1.19021 16 8 


PARISH 


PARISH or KIRKTOUN, 
According to Valuation-Book 164.3. 


IW 1 L. 300 
Gladſtains of Dod, - — 2 700 
Tem, To his mother, liferenter, - _ — 200 
William Elliot of Stobs, — - 1180 
Margaret Scott, his mother, liferenter, 1 - 666 


Sir William Douglas of Cavers, - — 1480 


80 O00 0 
G 0 0 © 


2 * * „ 


Total valuation o this — 1643, * 4 $26 13 


— 


> 


VA LUATI ON of Kirktoun l iſh conform to V. aluation - Boo / 1678, 


offered afthe Text. 


Aar. 108. To ofts Turnbull's rent is - 5 - L. 300 0 o 


As in 1643; Anthony Turnbull, Eſq. 


109. Francis Scott of Gorrenberrie, - — g00 © o 


This is compoſed of 
Gladſtains of Dod's lands, = L.700 o o 
Lands liferented by b his mother, - 200 © 0 
| — — 900 O o 


— — 


The firſt of theſe two articles ſeems to W Adderſtonſhcils, and - 
the ſecond Adderſtonlees; both of which are the Property's of 
Archibald Douglas, Eſq; of Adderſton. 


140. Br Williom, Elliat of Sto bse — 46-03 4 


This conſiſts of BY 
Elliot of Stobs's valuation in 1643, L. 1180 o 0 
Lands liferented by his mother, 666 13 4 


Afumed as one cumulo article; and on] 
disjoined thus anno 1779: - — 1845 14 4 

Windington and Windington-hall, 120 2 10 
Windington-mill and mill-lands, = 62 19 9 
Horſley, . 136 12 3 | 
Part of Te-ourn or "Tl poſſeſſed by 
William Elliot and Robert Potts in 1779, 178 5 x5 
San haugh, being the remainder of 

Te-ourn or Turn, ' 15 I0 © 
* of Arcient or Acreknow, poſſeſſed 

in 1779 by William Whillands, "23. £-8 
Remainder ef Acreknow, Hunthill, and 


Abbot's-acre, 8 7 er. 2 11 
WW INES © 1 
Windingtonrig, mn —319 14 6 


L Carried ever, — L. 1064 15 11846 =P 1 42 3046 13 4 


( 42 ) 


Upper and Nether Dodburn, — 132 14 7 8 
Newtoun and Whithillbrae, - 18 YH 4 
Barns, - . 193 15 6 


— 


- 1846 13 4 


This disjunction, in fo far as the cumulo aſſumed was two ſeparate 
articles of valuation, is erroneous: But unleſs it can be pointed 


out what lands were liferented by Mr Elliot's mother in 1643, 


it cannot be corrected. 


a 


ART. 111. William Douglas of Cavers, 


As in 1643. Still undisjoined, and belongs to the Family of 
Cavers; but the names of the lands do not appear. 


e 


rer 


7 


1480 © © 


Brought over, — L. 1064 15 1111846 13 4 | 3046 13 4 


— — 


L. 45 26 13 


Total valuation of Kirktoun pariſh, 


The ſum of the valuation of 'this pariſh has always continued the ſame, without 


any alteration. 


% 5 
pP ARISE or HA WICK. 
1 According to Valuation- Book 1643. 
LB I. of QUEENSBERRY, | - - - L.5424 16 8 
Earl of Buccleugh, - - 7 77 
Walter Scott of Gowdielands, = - _ 566 13 4 
Robert Scott of Cloak, - - - - 100 © 0 
John Scott of Allenhaugh, 8 = 110 © 0 
Robert Scott of Falneſche, — - — 1400 © 0 
Sir Robert Dalyell, Robert Scott of Rate eh, , rs 
Walter Gladſtains of Whitlaw, * - - - - 266 13 4 
John Scott of Todſhawhill, .. +: = . [- 133 6 8 
Walter Chiſholm of Parkhill, - 8 - - 200 0 0 
Walter Scott of Chamerlayne Newton, - - 266 13 4 
Walter Gladſtains of Haly' land, — — — 0013 4- 
Gilbert Watt in Hawick, * - - - 9 
Robert Brown there, 1 fe - - - $0 0. 
Mr R. Cunningham miniſter there, - 8 - 66 13 4 
John Scott callit of Borthwick there, Ws — - 10 0 0 
Marie Scoit there, - - - - — 0 
Robert there, — - i - ;26 0 © 
James Scott there, — - - 10 © © 
Robert Chiſholm there, — - - 4 00 © 
Robert Langlands there, - - - - 3.9 0 
James Brown there, - 3 - . 6 0 o 
George Deans there, - - - - 19 10 © 
8 


Total valuation of Hawick pariſh 1643 , — 5544 16 


Before 


( 43 ) 


Before proceeding to analyſe the valuation of this pariſh from the Tituation- 


1 1 Book 1678, it is proper to obſerve, that upon the ſuppreſſion of Haſſendean kirk, 
1 and erection of Roberton, which happened in or about the year 1693, a great part 
K of this pariſh is now ſituated within the parifh of Roberton. 


There does not appear to have been any revaluation in this pariſh before 1678; 
but yer many of the articles cannot be certainly traced from the Old Book to the 
Book 1678, which is in a great meaſure occaſioned by the total want of the names 
8 lands in both of theſe Books. 


VALUATION of Howick Pariſh 1678, afſumed as the Text. 


Ar. 112. Duke of Buccleugh, - - - F L. 9281 3 4 
It cannot be ſaid, with any degree of accuracy, from what articles 
in 1643 this is compounded. Therefore, although it is cer- 
* — tainly not a revaluation, it muſt be treated as a cumulo article. 
Haſſendean pariſh was ſuppreſſed, and Roberton erected before 
1707, when this article of valuation is thus ſtated : 
Duke of Buccleugb's old eſtate, including the free 
teinds of the pariſh, and Altoncrofts, and Minto, 
(ftill in Hawick pariſh), = L. 4803 1 © i 
The word Minto is undoubtedly | 
a miſtake: It means Allintoune, 
called in one of the copies of the 
Valuation-Book 1678. Mintoune, 
from whence it has ſomehow or 
other been called Minto in 1707. | — 
Deduce Altencrofts and Allintoune, which | 
did not belong to the Family in 1678, 110 o o 


Remains, . 4693 1 © 

Whalmes, (now i in Roberton pariſh) - - 134: 8 

Weſter Weens, (in Hawick) 178 } ine d :-0 

Huſband- lands in Hawick, with mill and Cat 8 1 

N Hawick pariſh) 1 - : 2626 13 4 

= Lands thrown into Roberton pariſh, n names not known, 165 3 

| > 55 As before, L. 9281 3 4 

— All theſe articles now belong to the Family of Buccleugh. | 

. 113. William Elliot of Philip, © © 5 - e bci 216 0 0 


This cannot be traced in 1643, neither does it appear to whom it 
then belonged. It is now in Roberton pariſh, and Klong; to 
William Chiſholm, ia of Chiſholm. 01 1 
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1414. Robert Scott of Cloak, 8 - 2 5 100 0 . 
As in 1643. Lands of Fenwick belong to T. Turnbull of Fen- 
vick, and are rs in Amen 7 8 


115. Walter Scott of — and Falnaſh, FFC 1550 13 4 . 


In 1643, Falnaſh's valuation was Fi 1400. What the difference 
of L. 150: 13: 4 confifts of, does not appear, but is moſt pro- 

bably teinds purchaſed pg the Family of Buccleugh; but of 

this there is no certainty, and therefore it ſhall be held a re- 

valuation, or at leaſt a cumulo article. 


E A W Eee ens 


Carried over, — L. 11147 16 8 


: ( ow” ) 


Brought over, — L. 11197 16 8 


All the Mads in this article are ſtill in Hawick pariſh, and now 
belong to the Duke of Buccleugb; but have been disjoined thus: 


Falnaſh and Hairgrain, IL. 684 0 0 

Har wood, — — 440 0 0 

Teinſide, - 4 426 13 4 
re RAS: A 


— — — 


ART. 116. Walter Scott of Altoncrofts and Atintoun, | 
Called Allinhaugh in 1643. Now belongs to D. Buccleugh, and 
_ confounded with his valuation in 1707. It is ftil in Hawick 


pariſh. 
117. Walter Scott of Crumhaugh, | 4 6 - 
118. Sir Francis Scatt of Thirleſtain, @ 1 OS 


Theſe cannot be traced in 1643. In 150), they are thus ſtated : 


Longhaugh- water, (in Hawick parifh), L. 166 13 4 
Crumhaugh-hutt and Blackcleugh, (in 


Hawick pariſh), £ - 266 19 4 
Hiſlop and Ramſaycleugh, (ditto, - 549 4 0 
Raſhiegrain and Commonbrae, (ditto), 26119 4 
Howpaſley, (in Roberton pariſh, — 722 3 4 


1966 13 4 

Hiſlop and Ramſaycleugh belong to > tes Anderlon of Tuſhielaw ; 
Raſhiegrain and Commonbrae to William Turnbull of Raſhie- 
grain, and all the others to the Duke of Buccleugh: But the 
disjunction is erroneous, in ſo far as the aſſumed cumulo con- 
ſiſted of t two articles. 


[i 


119. Robert Scott of Hovflichill, for Weimeſland, - 8 


Cannot be traced in 1643. Still in Hawick pariſh, and A thus: 
Ss Part ſold to John Hardie, — 3 36 «c- 
Ditto, Thomas Turnbull of Fenwick, Ic 18 f 

Ditto, James Dickſon, - " 10 13 

Ditto, William Irvine, L. 23 19 6 | 

Ditto, —B -- 23 $10 

Theſe now belong to William 


Dickſon of Orchard, 47 8 4 
Part fold to Archibald Dickſon, - „ 


Ditto to Adam Ormſton, now belonging 


I to Dickſon of Orchard, — 41 Q 0 
| | Ditto, Walter Irvine, FFF 
Haugh- head, G. Douglas of Crs, 27 6 8 
— 264 © o 
Now called Weenſland, 85 
120. Walter Scott of Newtoun, for Larehope, oY — 


As in 1643. Duke of Buccleugh. Seil in Hawick pariſh. 


121. Walter 1 Flerig = — — 


Cannot be traced in 1673. Its name is not Flerig, but Falrig, or 


Eilrig. it is now in Robertgn PAP and belongs to the Nuke 
of Bucclepgh, 


366 13 4 


500 0 © 


110 0 0 


111613 4 
880 & © 


264 o oO 


| Carried ele * L. 14265 3 * 


Ca } 


E 5 Brought forward, — L. 14255 3 4 
3 1 ART. 122. John Riddell of Muſelie, = = . 100 0 © 


Cannot be traced in 1643- Now in Roberton pariſh. Charles 
Riddell, Eſq. 


. 123. The Particates of Hawick, - - — 8 
oy This is evidently a part of the ſmall articles of valuation as ſtated 


Ws in 1643 3 but what particular articles it comprehends, does not 
Ky appear. They are all in Hawick pariſh ſtill, and have been . 


1 always rated in aumule ſince 1678. 

; 24. Francis Gladſlains of Whitlaw, - - 5 266 13 4 
„ As in 1643. Now disjoined thus: 9 s 
1 Meikle and Little Whitlaws, (D. Buccleugh), L. 152 2 7 

Flex, (Mrs Elliot of Borthwickbrae), — 114 10 9 
Still in Hawick pariſh, — L. 206 13 4 
25. Mr Patrick Cunningham, - - - n E477 © 
This likewiſe ſeems to be ſome of the ſmall articles rated in 16433 
but what of them it comprehends, does not appear. 
| Aſſumed as a cumwlo article, and disjoined thus: 
|: Burnflatt, (George Oliver), - L. 40 0 0 
Thomas Turnbull of Fenwick, - 3119 4 
Ditto, - — 45 14 
Fo John Scott, - - — Io 19 © ; 
{1 Walter Scott, - . 8 
5 Still in Hawick pariſh, - 126 13 4 
9 0 126. The Lands of Chiſholm and Woodburn, . - * - 4031 6 8 
5 Cannot be traced in 1643. Belongs to Mr Chiſholm of Chiſholm, 
7 In Roberton pariſh, 
4 127. Andrew Chiſholm, for Eaſter Parkhill, Þ - 1 ws oO © 
7 128. Walter Chiſholm, for Weſter Parkhill; + * . 2 5 
Rated in cumulo in 1643. Now in Roberton pariſh. 
Article 127. belongs to Chiſholm of Chiſholm. 
Article 128. disjoined thus : L. 10 © © 5 
Weſter Parkhill, (Thomas White), 82 66 13 4 : 
Chiſholm-mill, (Chiſholm of * ER 
o 100 0 0 


k a eng | : | ; 
In 170), and fince, Eaſter Parkhill and Chiſholm-mill have been 
rated in cumulo at L. 133 :6: 8. 


| 
| 
| 
: 


( 46 ) 


Brought over, — L. 15478 16 8 


ART. 129. John GladPains of Hiltſland, - : - a 66 13 4 
As in 1643, when it was called Halyſland ; ſince called Hillies- | 
land. Still in Hawick pariſh. Belongs to Duke of Buccleugh. 
Total valuation of the parith of Hawick, — 41 $545 0 0 
This is exactly the valuation of the pariſh per Valuation-Book * x 
1678, and is juſt 138. 4d. more than in 1643, which undoubt- 
edly ariſes not from a revaluation, but from an error committed 
in making up the latter Valuation-Book. But the miſtake can- 
not be rectified, becauſe it does not appear in what article it lies. 
But if any perſon converfant in the tranſmiſſions of property 
in the pariſh betwixt 1643 and 1678, could furniſh ſuch hints 
as to lead to a diſcovery of how each article of vaiuation is 
made up in 1678, the error of 13s. 4d. would be diſcovered. 
PARISH or WILTON, 
6 
According to F aluation- Book 1643. 
Ear. of BUCCLEUGH, | . o L. 2440 © © 
| Margaret Haſwell liferenter of Utterſiderig, « - 360 0 0 
Robert Scott of Har twoodmy res, - — 20 13 4 
Sir William Scott of Harden, 5 | - - 814 0 © 
Robert Scott of Lack, | — - - 130 0 0 
Robert Langlands ot that ilk, — 8 953 16 3 
Robert Scott of Headſhaw, . - * 448 10 0 
James Scott of Park, - | - — - 200 © © 
William Elliot of >tobs, - - 200 9 0 
M. Donaldſon, liferenter of an WY land of Heap, OP 20:0 0 
Total valuation of Wilton Pariſh 1643, — I. 5672 © N 
VALUATION of Wilton Pariſh 1678, aue as ; the Text, 
( | 
130. Duke of Buccleugh, | - - - L. 2466 13 4 
This is compoſed of | 
Earl of Buccleugh's old valuation, L. 2449 0 © 


This ſeems to comprehend Eafter and 
Weſter Groundiſton, Drinkſton, | 
Bonraw, and Wiltonburn. \ 
Scott of Hartwoodmyres' lands, - PS... 13 4 


2466 13 4 


In :707, his Grace's valuation, including teinds of Haſſendean and 


Stouglie, is ſaid to be L. 2766: 3: 4. and * it ut 
be formed of 


The above two articles L. RP 13 4 

Stouglic, = 1 FF 

Teinds of Haſſendean, r „% 32 6 8 

. 
Still in Wilton pariſh, ; 


— 


Carried forward, — L. 2466 13 4 


\ 


3 
Brought forward, — L. 2466 13 4 


| ART: 131. Earl of Tarras, = - - - 1074 © o 
This is compoſed of 

Harden's valuation 1643, — L. 814 © © 
Elliot of Stobs, — 2609 0 o 

Ws = 1078. 9 0 

Aſſumed as a cumulo article, and disjoined thus: . 
bo Todſhaw, (Duke of Buccleugh) L. 130 10 2 

4 Mains of Borthwickſhiels, (C. Scott of 

ü Howcleugh) - 1 167 14 6 


Harden, High-Cheſters- mill, and Dunſbuſh, 463 9 o 
Mabenlaw and High-Cheſters Whinny 
Park, - - > 211-0 4 
| | ns os oe 


The two laſt belong to Mr Scott of Harden. 


All the lands comprehended ifi this article of valuation, are now in 
Roberton pariſh : But the above disjunction, in fo far as it proceeds 
upon the idea of the whole being a cumulo ſum, is erroneous. 


It would ſeem that the lands which belonged to Elliot of Stobs, 
were 1 odſhaw and Borihwickſhicls Mains: And if that is the caſe, 
the disjunction OUR have been made thus : 


Todſhaw, = „ L. 113 15 3 
Mains of Borthwickthiels, Fo 146 4 9 
: ” 260 0 
Harden, &c. =_ — 486 6 8 
Mabenlaw, &c. — „ 
— — 814 © o 
1 32. Gavin Elliot of Utterſiderig, 12 . 5 360 0 0 
0 Remains as in 1643. Now in Roberton pariſh. Belongs to Mr 
. Seorge Stavert. 
1 — 


133. Robert Scott of Clack, — e - 130 0 6 
As in 1643. Lands of Faſter High Cheſters, now in Roberton 
pariſh, belong to Duke of Buccleugh. 


134. Laird of Langlands, - | « - 002 16 8 
This is fompoſed of | 
Langlands' valuation in 1643, - L.953 16 8 
Ane merk land of Heap, - 400 $0 
| — 992 16 8 
The whole aſſumed as one cumiuls article, and disjoined thus: 


Whitfield, (Jo. Johnſton, Eſq; of Alva) L. 352 2 2 
Beciephole, (Dr William Scott) = 81 3 10 


Tart of ditto, (Hector Blaickie) 3 


＋— 


— 


George Haliburton, for W. Tudhope's lands, 25 0 0 
Northcroft, (Mrs Shortreid) — 20 0 0 
Eaſterheap or Silverbuthall, (James Scott) 80 0 o 
Waulkmill of Rough-heugh, (Jo. Tomlin) 22 6 o 
Part of Rough-heugh (ditto) - 9 0 oO 
Corn-mill of ditto, (Ro. Scott) = 26 9 0 

Oo 0 

© 


Carried over, — L. 625 1 1993 16 3 4 5023 10 © 


* 


( 48 ) 
82 Brought over, — IL. 625 1 0992 16 8 | 5023 10 © 
Part of Rough-hengh, (James Knox) 15 3 


0 
Part of ditto, Robert Oliver) - i6 11 8 
Howlands incloſure, (Archibald Ormſton) 13 16 o 
Part of Rough-heugh, (James Hart) 0 5 $- 
Part of ditto, {A. and G. Faſtons), - 1+ 8 
Part of ditto, (Walter Scott), - 10 18 6 
Part of ditto, (William Robertſon) 10 18 6 


Langlands, Calaburn, and ſundry inclo— 
ſures ſtill undisjoined, and now be- 
longing to Thomas Elliot of Lang- 
lands, and the other purchaſers of the 
remainder of the eſtate of Langlands, 278 128 
— 992 16 8 


Rs | 


— 


All the lands in this article of valuation are ſtill in Wilton pariſh; 
but the disjunction is liable to the common objection, of hav- 
ing proceeded upon the idea of the whole valuation being one 


cumulo ſum, which it was not. | 95 
ART. 135. Scott of Whitehaugh and Weſter Heap. - = 648 10 0 
0 This is compoſed of ; 


Scott of Headſhaw's valuation in 1643, which is the valuation of 
Whitehaugh, now called Weſter Whitehaugh, L. 448 10 o 
Scott of Park's valuation, which is the valuation of 


Weſter Heap, now called Eaſter Whitchaugh, 200 0 0 
. | Both i in Wilton nariſh ſtill, — I. 648 10 o 


Total valuation of Wilton pariſh, as in 1643, — L. 5672 o © 


| This pariſh is now almoſt entirely different as to its contents from what it was 

| in laſt century, a very conſiderable part of it being within the new pariſh of 

Roberton; and on the other hand, the preſent pariſh of Wilton contains a 
great part of what was the pariſh of Haſſendean. 


c 
— 4 — 


. PARISH or HASSENDEAN, $ 
According to Valuation- Book 1643. | FI 


| | 
ö Farr, of ROXBURGH, - — — L. 55 Oo o 
Thomas Turnbull of Know, — . - 279 10 © 
Y Robert Scott of Altoun, - R - 474 © Oo 
3 Mar. Scott, gudewife of Horſlichill, - - 637 o 

Earl of Buccleugh, (ſum not plain), 8 - 1561 13 4 

Robert Scott of ſtoun, - 3 66 13 4 
Hector Turnbull of Clarilaw, - - 3 273 0 0 
| Scott, liferenter of Newtoun, - — — 156 0 © 

John Scott of Briddicyards, 1 1 — - 260 o © 


$7.1 2 Carried forward, — L. 4257 16 8 


— _— — —— — — — . — 
of 


1 


Brought forward, — L. 4257 16 8 
I 1 John Turnbull miniſter at Makerſton, - . 100 0 © 
"7 William Scott of Catſlack, , OG 0 „ 
40 Robert Scott of Burnhead, - - 8 150 0 © 
1 Adam Scott of Burnfitt, a - Os "13 09 0 
1 ; William Scott of Clarilaw, — — — 150 0 © 
3 | Robert Scott of Quhitſlaid, SG 5 1 214 10 © 
7 Mar. Gladſtains, liferenter of and Stowllie, = 20.6 0 
Y Marie Scott, liferenter of Coudhouſe, * — 40 0 © 
1 David Davidſon of Newlawes, 6 8 1 8 0 0 
0 Martin of Huntlaw, _— - 06 13 4 
* Sir William Scott of Harden, " - 2 600 0 © 
15 Wrong ſummed L. 7703: 188. ſhould be — L. 6326 o o j 
7 VALUATION of Haſſendean Pariſh 1678, aſſumed as the Text. | 
bar. 136. Earl of Roxburgh, - - « L. 550 © o | 
2 As in 1643. Lands of Haſſendeanbank. Still belongs to the | 
1 Family of Roxburgh. Now in Minto pariſh. 9 
13 7. Thomas Turnbull of Know, „ „„ 06.0 | 
138. Walter Scott of Cockerheugh, -. 82 2 | : ; 
Both now in Minto, — L. 279 10 8 | 
But the valuation of theſe two articles ſtated in cumuls in the 
Old Book, 1s only - - — 2709 10 ©. 
The 8d. in Art. 138. therefore, is moſt likely a miſtake in copy- 8 
ing from the one book to the other. 
Art. 137. belongs to Alexander Horſeburgh of moren, and 
1 Art. 138. to the Duke of Roxburgh. 
1 1 
139. Walter Scott, Altoun, | _ 220 0 0 
In Wilton pariſh. Turnbull of Kab 8 i 
4 140. Thomas Gray, Altoun, 214 © © 
= Now called Know Townhead. In Minto paclth; a and AR to 
—=— Alexander Horſeburgh of Horſcburgh, | 
1 141. Robert Scott of Tandlaw, | 5 "20 9 @ 
3 Alſo in Wilton. The Rev. Mr Robert Scott . 
= . Theſe three articles amount to " L.474 0 0 
25 and comprehend the lands belonging to Robert Scott of Altoun, 
EY which were ſtated at that ſum in 1643. 
142. Duke of Buccleugh, . : = 2071 6 8 
This is to all appearance a re-valuation : For all the articles in the 
Old Valuation-Book that are not otherwiſe traced, are as under: 
Earl of Buccleugh's valuation in 1643, Lorri 14:4... f 
R. Scott of ſtoune, — G0 13 4 | : 
Hector Turnbull of Clarilaw, * | FD 
which do not amount to this article of 
valuation, | —— 1901 6 8 
It muſt therefore be held a cumulo article. | * 
N | 1 5 Carried over, — I. 3374 16 8 
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Disjoined thus : - - L-207t 6 8 


Scott of Hafleridean's lands laid into Minto pariſh, 
now . * to the Family of Buccleugh, 


— L. 533 6 8 
Teinds oft that part of Haſſendean pariſh - 


which was laid into Wilton, - 232 6 8 


Lands laid into Roberton pariſh, names \ 
not known, - — r1305-19--4 > --- 
| | — 2071 6 8 
ART. 143: Robert Scott of Horſlichill, To Sen? 


— 288 9 
„ 


As in 1643. Now in Minto, and disjoined thus: 


Brought over, — L. 3374 16 8 YM 


North-end of Horſlichill, (Ro. Dickſon, Eſq; ) - L.382 o o 
South-end of ditto, (Archibald Dickſon, Eſq;! )- 255 o o 


L. 637 0 0 


144. William Scott of Clarilaw, — Es 3 


Revalued, being only rated at L. 1 561 in 1643. Its name js Weſter 
Clarilaw, - 5 
But its valuation was dd with that of 

Penickhill or Pinnacle, which was a part of the 
lands called Chamberlain Newton in 1678. (Vide 


Art. 148.) "Of - - „„ 


Aſſumed as a cumulo, and disjoined thus: L. 244 o 0 


Part of Weſter Clarilaw, (Know's Truſtees) L. 65 o o 
Remainder, (Burnhead) — i159. 0 8 
-® 5 224 0 0 
This disjunction is erroneous, in ſo far as it is founded upon a 
junction of two articles of valuation which ſtood ſeparate in 1707 
and 1743, and every Valuation- Book known in the County: And 
as it would ſeem from the warrants that it is only a part of Weſter 
Clarilaw, which belongs to Mr Turnbull of Know, and no part of 
Pęnickhill, it ſhould (if that is the caſe) be ſtated thus: 
Part of Weſter Clarilaw, (Know's Truſtees) ) L.65 o o 
Remainder of ditto, (Burnhead) L. 117 0 © | 
Penickhill, (ditto) - 54 0-6 
| —— 1 E 0 © 


All in Wilton pariſh, As before, L. 224 0 0 


145. Mair for the Lands of Burnhead, 8 w 
As in 1643. In Wilton pariſh. William Scott, Eſq; 
146. Buryeards and —— ET 77 Tn 


A junction of two ſeparate articles, v:z. 
Briddie-yeards or Breiry-yeards, L.260 0 0 


John Turnbull miniſter of Mackerſton, 100 o o 


— 360 0 0 


„ tt. treo tre * 


Theſe lands are now in Wilton pariſh, and belong t to Thomas 
Turnbull of Fenwick. The article of L. 100 is for the lands 
of Hornſhole. 


637 0 © 


1820 0 


8 
: 14 
0 IE 
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Carried forward, — L. 4709 16 8 


C $3 3 


| Brought forward, — L. 4709 16 8 


RT. 147. Jon Scot? of Catſlack, — — $7 0 'v 
As in 1643. Miumæ, Mcwmaw or Lees. In Wilton pariſh, and 


belongs to Scott of Burnhead. 


— Ah 


148. Walter Scott Chamerlayne of Newtoun, 1 - „ 
1 Ibis article is not in the Valuation-Book 1643, all the articles in 
1 that book being otherways traced. It would ſeem indeed from 
f the great error in ſumming the valuation of this pariſh in the 
5 Old Book, that this article had not been omitted in the original 
= -- copy, but only in tranlcribing the copy now made ule of. 


Disjoined thus at different times: 


Penickhill, Vid. Art. 144. . „ | 
Meidſheils, (Archibald Douglas of Ad- | 
. derſton), - - 235 © 0 | 
. Newton, William Irvine), — 08 | 


Applctrechall Townhead (Know's Truſtees) 250 DPo0 T 
Appletrechall Townfoot and Crawhill ED 
(Scott of Burnhead) - 417 0:0 


= All in Wilton pariſh. = 26 


* 


149. Walter Scott of Burnfitt, - | . - J12 0 © 


As in 1643- Afterwards disjoined into two equal parts of L. 156 
each. In Wilton pariſn. Both = now belong to the Duke 


of Buccleugh. 


| 150. William Scott of Galalaw, . . 
Ro” This ſeems to be the article entered in name of Scott liferenter 

2 of Newton in 1643, and now belongs to Alexander and Robert 
. Potts, — In Wilton pariſh. 


151. My Pilliam Chiſholm of Stirkſhaws, = L. 214 o 0 
A miſtake. It ought to be as in the Old Book, — 214 10 0 
In Wilton pariſh. _ Chiſholm, Eſq. 


152. Mr George Scott, for Bonraw and Stouſſie, : 5 = 291 0 0 
As in 1643. Disjoined thus: 
Stouſlie D. Buccleugh in Wilton) L. 67 3 4 
Bonraw-w (ditto ditto) — 333 40. 8 
- 291 0 o 
153. Villiam Scoit of Cowdhouſe, | - - | a 40 o o . 


As in 1643. In Wilton. Rev. Mr R. Scott. 


1 54. ES Develas, for Newlands; © 0 nt GG | 80 0 0 
As in 1643. In Minto pariſh, Sir G. Elliot. 


Carried over, — L. 7037 6 8 


Brought over, — L. 7037 6 8 
ART. 155. Alexander Ferref?, for Huntlaw, - — - 60 13 4 


As in 1643. In Mioto pariſh. Robert Dickſon, Eſq. 


\ 


150. Earl of Tarras, for Borthwickſheils, - - 600 oO o 


As in 1643. In Roberton pariſh. Alexander and Robert Potts, Eſqrs. 
Total valuation of Haſſendean pariſh, — L. 7704 o 0 
Which is juſt two ſhillings more than it is by the wrong ſummed 
5 copy of the Valuation-Pook 1643; which rather makes it prob- 
* able that there has been no revaluation in this pariſh. 
Sum fer Valuation-Book 1678, 12 - "03. 10 $ 
TT Difference, 1 
Accounted for thus: 
Article 151. underſtated in 1678, now rectiſied, = L'0 10 0 
Article 137. and 138. overſtated, - - . 
As before, — - SG: & 4 


PARISH or ABBOTRULE. 
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and 1678 ſhall both be prefixed. 


Ir is more difficult to trace the articles of valuation in this pariſh, than any other 
in the whole county. Not only is it impracticable to trace them from 155 to 1678 
and 1680, but it is equally ſo to trace them from 1678 and 1680 to 1707. It Cs, | 
therefore, neceſſary to take the Valuation-Book 1707 for the Text in this particular 
pariſh, which differs nothing in the ſum-total from the valuation 1678, and little 
from the original valuation 1643. But in order to enable others who may be better 
acquainted with the ſituation of the pariſh, and who may have better opportunities 
of knowing the hiſtory of the tranſmiſſions of property, to furniſh information which 
may lead to diſcoveries that may remove theſe difficulties, the valuations in 1643 


T | This church and pariſh were ſuppreſſed | anno 1777, by : a decree of the Commil- 
fioners appointed for plantation of kirks, &c. The warrants of which decreet have 
been looked into; from which it appears, that the lands of Blackcleugh-mouth, 
Hart's-haugh and mill, Broadhaugh, Nether Boncheſter, Gatchouſe, Scott and 


Fotherlie, Birks, Bankhead and Fidlerhill, were annexed to the pariſh of Hopkirk, 


and the remainder to the pariſh of Southdean, there called Cheſters. 


1 VALUATIO N of Abbotrule Pariſh, conform to Valuation- Book 1643. 


1 OO Carried forward, — IL. 306 


Laird of Tofts Turnbull's ſide, - - L. 100 o o 
Gavin [urnbull there, = "Re — — 3 
Janet Home liferenter there, - — - AS OM 50 0 0 
Mr Gilbert Elliot of Craigend, - 5 65 0 o 
Lawrie Turnbull of Hart's-haugh, - _ - 15 0 o 
Thomas Turnbull of Weſtwood, - e 40 0 0 
ä Harie Turnbull there, - - - - 12 0 O 
| Oo 0 
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Brought forward, — L. 3060 O 
Walter Scott of Nether Boncheſter, e . 730 0 0 
Adam Turnbull in head, „„ © © 
David and Adam Turnbull there, - 1 3 30 9 28 
William Turnbull there, - - 44 0 O 
Adam Turnbull, callit Clerk in 8 — - 25 0 © 
Thomas Turnbull of Boncheſter, — 1 30 0 0 
Helen Turnbull of Fodderlie, — | : W060 06 
James Turnbull there, — 3 = 186 0.0 
Bertie Rutherford of the Wood, - 5 J 
Mr James Kerr miniſter, 5 — | 400 0 0 
James and Helen Turnbull of Boflithill, - OW 433 0 8 
Adam and Walter Turnbulls in Ruletownhead . 140 0 0 
John Rutherford in - 1 5 — $80 - © 8 
Airs of George Rutherford of Rule, 5 1 20 0 8 
Andrew Porteous there, - 5 8 9 0 
Hector Turnbull there, | - — 100 0 
Iſobel Purſell there, - — — * 
Richard Carles there, a — - Wo © 
Adam Turnbull of Roultonfitt, 4 ak : 1 5 0 
Bit rix Loraine there. - — 8 
David Rutherford in Gramis, — - 5 10 0 0 
Wrong ſummed L. 1728: 16: 8, ſhould be — L. 1728 6 8 
VALUATION of Abbotrule Pariſh 1078 and 1680. 
N . 8 ; 

Mr Charles Kerr, - - 3 L. 622. 0. 6 
The Rentallers there, - = - 2:5 © © 
Mr James Kerr and his daughter-in-law, ES - e 
Nether Boncheſter, - a | 5 8 

Roultonhead, 5 1 5 a wh 
. / 40 0 0 
Widow of Fotherlie, . R i D © 7 

Margaret Turnbull there _ . - 

5 100 8 


Sum Valuation 1678 and 1680, — L. 17 30 6 8 


« William Kerr of Abbotrule, ncludiog Braidhaugh, - L. 700 
Airs of R. N. atſon, for Grange's lands, 6 = 396 

Milliam Elphing/len, for Hart's-haugh, mill and mill-lands, „ 
Rentallers of Abbotrale, = - 


55 „ 
It ſeems impoſſible to trace theſe articles backwards with any de- : 
gree of certainty. They muſt therefore, till better information 


is got, be conſidered as cwmuls articles in 1707, though they are 
evidently not fo in reality. 


But, holding them as ſuch, and having all come into the perſon of | 
Kerr of Abbotrule, they were properly ia 1743 ſtated as ſe- 
Parate ar ticles of valuation to that Family. 


VA LUA. TION of Abbotrule Pariſh 1707, aſſumed as the Text. 
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Curied over, — 7 295 6 8 
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0 | Brought over, — L. 1295 6 8 


In 1751, theſe four articles were held to make one cumalo article 
of - i 6-8 
And 1 disjoined thus : | 
Mackfide, Broadhaugh, Blackcleugh - mouth, Hart's- 
haugh, Hart's-haugh mill and teinds, now in Hob- 
kirk — and * to Mr Eliot of Woollie, 
i L. 358 2 © 
A Craoge, and lands of the 
Rentallers now in Southdean or Chel- 
ters pariſh, and belonging to Kerr of 
Abbotrule, - - 940 4 8 


8 


This disjunction is as evidently erroneous ex facie, as any thing 
can well be iigured : For, in place of Abbotrule's lands having 
been valued in cumulo at L. 1295: 6: 8, they were never rated 
in cumulo in any Valuation-Book whatever. 


But if it is the fact, as it appears to be, that Mr Elliot has ac- 


& 
quired the whole of Broadhaugh and Hart's-haugh, and that 
Abbotrule retains the whole of Grange's lands, and thoſe which 
belonged to the Reatallers, it is- ſubmitted if the following 
ſtatement would not rectify the blunder that has been com- 

maitted? 

Mr Etllit's lands. £ 
Hart's-haugh mill and mill-lands, L. 60 o o 
Broadhaugh, being the difference be- 

. tween Abbotrule's valuation in 1678 | ; 
and 1707, 1268 0 8 
Mackſide and Blackcleugh -mouth, 109 19 4: 
” 3535 ©, 8 

Ar Kerr' lands. | | | N | 

Abbotrule, excluſive of lands fold to | 
Mr Elliot, 1 - 40s 4 8 
Grange's lands, - % :0 0 
Lands which belonged to the Rentzllers 
of Abbotrule, * [ 9-0 © 
7” : 940 4 8 
As before, — 1295 6 8 
ART. 16 5 Mary Kerr of Fotherlie, for the half of Fotherlie, . % 0 0e 


This! is the eaſt ſide of Fotherlie, and is the article ſtated to Helen 
Turnbull in 1643, and to the widow of Fotherlie in 1678, and 
. remains unaltered to this day. 


It is now in Hobkirk pariſh, and belongs to George Thomſon. 


= 


_— — 


2 


162. William Chiſholm of Parkhill, for the other half of Fotherlic 175 o 0 


T bis includes what was once called Ruletown-head, and perhaps 
- what was originally ſo called. It cannot be traced backwards, 
| but has been disjoined thus: | | 
| Ruletown-head (George Dickſon's Tr uſtees) L.96 11 o 


Weſter Fotherlie (Mrs Barbara Chiſholm) 78 9 © 
In Hobkirk pariſh, — 175 0 o 


— 


—_— 


— — 


163. William Scott of Nether Bonchefter, 8 IE 180 0 © 


As in 1643. In Hobkirk pariſh. Belongs to Mr Oliver of Dunlabyre. 
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Sum Valuation of Abbotrule Pariſh as in 1678, and ſince, 5 1730 


e 


Lt If it was known with certainty what articles of the valuation 1643 is compre- 
- hended under Chiſholm of Parkhill's valuation of L. 175 (Art. 162.) as ſtated in 


1707, it would be an eaſy matter to trace the whole from the 1643; becauſe, Nether 


Boncheſter and Eaſter Fodderlie being already traced, Abbotrufe's articles of con- 
ſequence muſt include all the reſt. And if it could be found what of the original 
articles correſpond to the lands purchaſed by Mr Ellict of Woollie, and what under 
theſe retained by Mr Kerr of Abbotrule, the whole matter would be perfectly clear, 


valuation betwixt 1643 and 1678, will ſcarcely authoriſe the ſuppoſition of a revalu- 
ation. If Abbotrule is in poſſ-ition of the old Family title-deeds, an attentive peruſal 
of theſe would probably lead to a perfect correction of the valuation of this pariſh. 


PARISH or HOB K ER. 
According to Valuation- Buok 1643. 


Ian of TRAQUHAIR, - . L. 409 10 0 

My Lord Balmerino = TD - 4844 16 8 

Thomaſyne Charletoune in Rouletoun, — 3 60 13 4 

Robert Turnbull there, . - - - 404 © © 

Thomas Turnbull there, = > OM - 409 

Sir William Douglas of Cavers, « N 1710 0 

M ry Rutherford Ot Rydvcll, : Lo — = TH 0 O 

Marie Turnbull there, : | - N 40 0 0 

William Turnbull in Langraw, 5 5 104 oO © 

Lyell Scheil there, . 8 - . 32 0 © 

Walter Scheil of Kirknqw, - - 5 3 78 0 © 

| Wiliian Elliot of Stobs, | - = _ Mo 04 

f Adam Turnbull in Swanſheil, — PO | - 00 15 4 
ul Adam Turnbull of Swanſheil, > > 5 32 10 0 
1 Robert and David Turnbulls of Unthank, - 00 13 4 
4 Symeon Elliot of Harrit, — Om NS 433.0 8 
. Edward Loran Apitſide, 8 — . 200 0 0 
| 5 William Furnbull of Weſtlees, — | — 8 66 13 4 
9 My Lord Cranſtoun, — CM 1655 13 4 


——— FEED — 


Wrong ſummed L. 8543, ſhould be — L. 8542 10 © 


—_ 


VALUATION of Hobhirk Pariſh 1678, aſſumed as the Text. 


Anr. 164. Sir William Ellict of Stobs, and his brother Gilbert. 

2 . 519, Wrong, — L.4642 o © 
This article includes the whole lands which belonged to Lord 
HBalmcrino in 643, excepting Weens, or Wcmayſs as it was 

called of old, which was disjoined at L. 200, and is a part of 

the barony of Halrule, This article, thercfore, ſhould have 


been rated at = - - L. 4644 16 8 
Afterwards Stonedge was disjoined alt L.1300 0 o 
| Fairnielees at SE ITT ©» We Wee 
Conſequently there remained for Halrule, - 2144 16 $8 


L. 4044 16 8 


—— 


But Halrule has continued ever ſince to be erroneouſly ſtated 
at L. 2142. i 


Carried over, — L. 4644 16 8 


and each article might be ſtated ſeparately as in 1643; for, the increaſe of L. 2 Of -: 
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Brought over, — L. 4644 10 8 
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Fairnielees now belongs to Mr Elliot of Harwood, and has been 
confounded with his valuation of Harwood and Loran of Apit- 
- ſide's lands. Stonedge and Halrule have been disjoined as under: 


| Valuation of Stonedge, - L. 1390 0 0 
| | Of Catly and Catlyſhaw, purchaſed from Lord Crna, 233 6 8 


The whole aſſumed as a cumulo, and disjoined thus: L. 1533 6 8 


Stonedge and Howa, folk to Adam Scott, L. 856 12 o . | 7 
Elliot of Stonedge, for the remainder, 676 14 8 


—— 133 6 8 


— — — — PR 
xx 2 c = 
—̃— 7 os 


— — — > - 
2 D 2 8 — a> 
9 


3 
5 - 


This disjunction is wrong, as it aſſumes two ſeparate articles of valu- 
ation as one cumulo ſum: And accordingly in making up th 
Valuation-Book 1 743, it has either been overloohed, or e 
as totally void, as it is not there noticed. Mr Hliot of Woollie hav- 
ing then purchaſed Catly and Catlyſhaw, formerly part of Wau— 
chope, is moſt properly rated for theſe lands at L. 233: 6: 8, the 
very ſum at which they were disjoined from Wauchope: And 

Thomas Scott of Stonedge, who had then acquired the whole of 
Stonedge, is rated for its old valuation, -. 1.1300. © © 


Aiterwards disjoined thus : 
Lands of ſold to Mr Elliot of Woollie, 44 14 6 


Remains valuation of barony of Stonedge and Howa, | L. 12 55 3 8 


Disjoined thus in 1766: 
Eaſter diviſion, whereof the ſuperiority was liferented 
by Mr Elliot of Borthwickbrae, who his now re- 
nounced his liferent, - L. 412 19 6 
Weſter diviſion, _ : 842 6 o 
| | | _— i255 5 6 
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Mr Elliot of Woollie afterwards purchaſed a part of the lands life- 
rented by Borthwickbrae; and upon that occaſion, the valuation 
of that part, being the Eaſter diviſion, is erroneouſly ſuppoſed to 
be - - L.434 19 8 

Disjoined thus in Fa | 

Mr Elliot, for Unthank, - To 67 It 7 

i The remainder of the Eaſter diviſion, 7 

| PP 

* In this article there has ſuch a confuſion ariſen from theſe errone- 

= © ous and inconſiſtent disjunctions, as ſeems at firſt fight to be paſt 

Þ remedy. And indeed the only way to ſet it to rights, is to go 
_ through the whole disjunctions, and ſtate them as they ought to 


have been. 0 


It may, however, be obſerved, before doing ſo, hs the Compiler of 
the draught of the Valuation-Book lately under conſideration, has | 3 
ſtated the two parcels of Stonedge, purchaſed by Mr Elliot of =_ 

: Woollic, in cumulo, at - wir 25 "= 

1 And the remainder belonging to Robert 

1 Ia, Eq; - - I ay 14 | 1 
| — . 55 O 0 | "Pp | 


— 


without noticing the disjunction 1766 at all, though that disjunction 
ſeerns to be at leaſt as regular as any one of them. | 

The firſt disjunction of Stonedge and Howa, where their valuation 
is confounded with that of Catly and Catlyſhaw, having been diſ- 
regarded in 1743, ſhall here be conſidered as null. 


Carried forward, — 1 JI 168. 
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1 
| Brought forward, PAR 


That heing held as eſtabliſhed. the matter will be very caſy; the 
disjunct. on of the lands firſt purchaſ: 0 by Nr Elliot or Woollie, 


L. 4544 16 8 


and the disjunction cf the lands liferented by Borthwickbrac, bei: og 


ex facie per fectiy regular. 


gut the disjunction of Unthank, which proceeds upon a wrong 
cumulo ſum, will fall to be amended thus: 


Cumnulo Valuation of Laſter Diviſion, as before, L. 412 19 6 
Lk thank, 88 - . 64 2 8 
Remainder, excluſive of Unthank, 248 i6 10 
| N 412 TO 6 
3 
/ 


Put it is a more di Aicult taſk to rectify the blunders committed in 
the disjunétion of the third diviſion of this article, called Halrule. 


The ſum aſſumed as its valuation, is. as before, Lf*2142 © &» 


But ihe Family of Siobs, to whom it then did, and 
ſtill does belong, having acquired the lands which 
were comprehended under 


Thomas TurnbulPs valuation 1643, L.40 0 5 
Sir William Douglas's valuation, — 11 © © 


afterwards tiated jun cumnulo under the 
name of Hawthorn, 


— — 211 0 CO 
The whole was aſſumed as one amn article, and 
disjoined thus in 1725 5 L. 2353 8 
Eaftfide, diſponed by the _ Sir Gilbert Elliot of Stobs 
to his ſon John, - L414 © 0: 
Lhe remainder, - 30 6:0 
2 : 2353 0 0 


This disjunction was overlooked in making up the 
Valuation-Book 743; and in 1579, the whole 
was again aſſumed as a cumulo article, and disjoined 


mui —- | N 
Billerwell and pertinents — L. 279 10 6 
Inner-Halrule, conſiſting of ſix incloſures, 493 17 8 
Hawthornſide and e „„ „ 
Over-Halrule, - 822 12 $ 
Mill and mill-lands of Halr ule, - 136 9 10 


we 2333 0.'0 


— 


Theſe disjunctions, at firſt fight, appear the more erroncous, as 
Halrule and Hawtnorniide were never rated in oy Valuation- 
Book as one cumulo article. 


It ſcems to be impoſſible to rectify theſe disjunctions of Halrule 
confounded with Hawthorn, The firſt disjunction in 1725 
ſeems to have been conſidered as a mere nullity, both when the 
Valuation- Book 1 43 was authenticated, and when the laſt diſ- 
junction was made in 1779- Bur this laſt disjunCtion is not 
more regular. If what is called Hawthornſide and pertinents 
in the disjunction 1779, is exactly the lands which belonged to 
Thomas Turnbull and Sir William Douglas, they ought to be 
ſtated as formerly, thus: 


——— — — 


5 a 3 Carried over, — I. 4644 16 8 
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167. Andrew Kerr of Walles, 


168, 


169. 


1 


Brought over, — L. 4644 16 8 


Thomas Turnbull's part of Hawthorn or Hawthorn- 


lide, . =, - in40: © © 
vir William Douglas's part of ditto, FS 
| 2#l.--0:..0 
And then the disjunction of Halrule would naturally fall to be 
thus rectifie.| Cumulo — L. 2144 16 8 
Pillerwell and pertinents, — 4 
Inner Halrule, - - 007 19 0- 
Over-Halrule, - 1028 19 8 
Mill and mill-lands of Hatr ule, — R 
— 2144 16 8 


But if, on the other hand, what is called in the disjunction 1759 
Hawthornſide and partinents, contains more than the lands called 
Hawthorn, which belonge to der William Douglas and Thomas 
Turnbull, then the whole disjunction ſhould regularly be conſidered 


: as null, and Halru'e rated at its cumulo valuation of L. 214;:16:8, 
and the two parts of [lawthorn as they were formerly rated when 
elonging to different proprietors. 
ART. 165. My Lord Cranſtoun, - 1 5 
1 As in 1643. Disjoined thus: 
Wauchope (Walter Scott, Etq.) L. 1 6 8 
Catly and Catlythaw (Cor. Elliot, Eſq.) 233 6 8 | 
Ae” — 1666 13 4 
166. Henry Elliot of Harret, E 2 , 


This is a junction of two ſeparate articles, and ought to have been 
ſtated thus: 


Harwood, - - L. 433 6 8 
Apitſide, or Apudſide, 90 
— - 633 68 


Both belonging to Elliot of Harwood ; but have been confounded 


with valuation of Fairnielees, which is part of Art. 164. 


* 


. | 3 409 © © 
This is wrong, being the lands rated to Lord Traquair i in 1643 at 
Now e, to Mr Elliot of Wells. 


Gilbert Elliot for Killknow, 4 Re - 
This is here rated as in 1643. | 
Hr Charles Kerr, | - - 5 
If this is a revaluation, it is the only one in the pariſh, and muſt 
comprehend the lands rated in 1643, thus: ä 
Thomaſyne Charletoune in Ruletown, L. 66 13 4 
Robert Turnbull there, - 104 0 0 
M. Rutherford of Rydvell, = 20 0 0 
M. Turnbull there, — — 40 00. 
R. and D. Turnbulls of Unthank, 66 13 4 | 
| — — 297 6 8 


Carried forward, — IL. 7734 6 


1668 13 4 
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409 10 0 


300 0 0 
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CT —-— 
Brought forward, — L. 7734 6 8 


: The whole of theſe two articles having come into the perſon of 


T7 ; Kerr of Abbotrule, the valuation of both was afiunied as a 
caumulo article, and disjoined thus: — L. 330 © © 

, Templeball (Elliot of Harwood) I 202 10 £4 

Kiiiknow (ditro) — — 37 $0 

Feu-dutics (Kerr of Abvotrule) — 9 4 8 
| 30 © 06 


4 


w 
—— 


This disjunction is evidently erroneous ; Killknow having been 
both in 1643 and 167 8 rated {. pararely at L. 8, {houl. {till 
be continued ſo. 

As to Art. 169 if it was a revaluation in 1678, and its containing 
Abbotrule's feu duties ſeen.s to ſhow that it really was ſuch, as 
no ſuch article appears in the Valuation Book 1643, it ſhould 


be {tated thus : ; 
Abhorrule's feu-duties, - „ 
Templchallil, — 229 15 4 ; 
OS — 300 © 0 
4 
ART. 170. Langraw, . 3 * 0 104 0 06 
As in 1643. William Turnbull of Langraw. N 
8 171. George Sheil there, 520 © 
1 As in 1643. Afterwards 3 wich the firſt diviſion of 
| Art. 172. making together - C. 91 0 0 
And disjoined thus : — 
Part of Shcil's lands, and Boſton's half of Kirknow | 
(Turnbull of Lar: graw) | * 68 [ny 
1 Remainder of ditto (Elliot of Woollie) $1 15 
: This Ries is erroneous; but it does not occur how it can be 
5 | | recti fied. | — : 
7. Thomas Boſton of Kirknow, . . al 4 © 
ſt As 1n 1643. Dijoined thus: : 
15 Thomas Boſton's half {Vide Art. 171.) L. 30 
Ie J. Sheil's half (now James Riddel) 29.0 9 
* | — 78 0 o 
173. John Scott of Weymes, © - | - 5 200 0 0 
Belonged to Lord Balmerino in 1643, the remainder of his 
Lordſhip's lands having been acquired by the Family of Stobs. | : 
Now called Weens, and belongs to Oliver of Dunlabyre, 
174. Haſler APY | « . . „ Vb 


As in 1643. Mr Elliot of Woollie. 


Carried Over, I L. 8235 0 0 


( 60.) 


Brought over, — IL. 8235 o 0 


ART. 175. Weſter Sꝛbanſbeil, : * N 36 6 8 
This ſeems to be wrong, having been rated in 1643 at — 32 10 O 
Belongs to John Purabull, 


* 177. Adum Turnbull there, | - 6 . 40 

I Both rated as in 1643, afterwards confounded with the other 

. lands belonging to the Family of Stobs, (Lide Article 164) 

L 178. Weſilees, - . 1 7 60 13 4 
b As in 1643. William Elliot of Wells. 5 
| . Total valuation of the pariſh of Hobkics, — I. 853 4 
5 \ Valuation 1643, . 8 | 8542 10 © 
. Increaſe, — 4 
. Which exactly anſwers to the increaſe Section by che revat u- | 

4 ation of Article 169. eee ee 
* ; 5 5 : 

1 % Valuation 1678, — „ 
. : | CE 
3 Inde, more by the preſent Analyſis, — 2 10 0 


JL. 


Accounted for thus : 
Loſt on Article 164, between 1643 and 1678, now 
rectified, - - | G3 10 Þ 
Loft on Article 1679, (ditto) - © 10 0 


e PAY 


1 3 8 8 


Deduce gained on Article 175, now rectified, 0 16 8 _ 
| — - 4 19-9 


% 1 3 8 
e 


e e 8 


— —— — — 


»# \ att 


$ 
*.. NN r 4 I 4 F 
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PARISH or BEDRULE, 
According to Valuation- Book 1643. 


e n Er tf 


„ n 
4 " g K 3 2 0 2 
r 


WI LLIAM TURN 9 U LL of Bedrule, his Mains 8 


_ - 8 | CCC 


For the mill, — — 200 0 0 
———— L. 330 0 o 

8 Turnbull, for the other half of the Mains, 130 0 0 
Sir Thomas — for Town of Bedrule, being 16 buſband-tznds; | 
at L. 38 each, - - L. 608 0 o 
( - | - 15% 0-0 
For Corſcleugh, — — 160 0 O 
For Fultoune, 9 8 


Laird of Newton, for his lands of Nertoun, | L. 720 
Mill thereof, - e ” 133 


Q © 
of © 


a This article wrong ſummed in- Old Book, — IL. 853 0 0 


Carried forward, — I. 2878 6 8 


8 


47 1 
* 


a4 


ay 


66 


Brought forward, — 
John Turnbull in Bedrule, = 
Thomas Rutherford in Whitehouſe, for his IO in nee 
Andrew Turnbull, his lands in Rowcaftle, 5 4 
Laird Storie there, — 4 
Alexander Millar there, - 2 . 
George Fletcher there, - > ; 


Earl of Traquair, his lands in Rowcaftle, 


The haill IN of: the {aid 8 belonging to ; the ſaid Earl, 


Wher eof to be deduced, 8 
Wrong deduced L. 789-1 6: g, ſhould be 


L. IE 


0-0 


9 0 


In the copy of the Old Book, this pariſh is twice ſummed thus, both 


ſums wrong: 
© Reſts, of the haill free rent of this pariſh, = 


* The free rent is . 


L. 4145 5 8 
4043 6 8 


Oo GU 0 0 0:0 


Sum, "NR 3943 13 


Arr, 179. Sir Thomas Kerr of Cavers, 1 5 - 


VALUATION of Bedrule Pariſh 1678, affumed as the Text. 


This is certainly L. 2 too much, being compoſed of 
his old valuation, with the mains and mill of Bed- 


rule, amounting altogether to - 
Sir Thomas Kerr's erroneous valuation aſſumed as a 
cumulo ſum, and disjoined thus: 
Menſeleſs, and two huſband- lands at the waulk- mill ſold 
to William Black, „ß 204199 
The other lands, $962 23-0 


L. 2027 o © 


2027 0 © 


—— 2027 90 


Wl 


Even if the proper ſum of en had been L. 2027, this diſ- 
junction would have been erroneous, becauſe the ſuppoſed cu- 
mulo really conſiſts of no leſs than ſeven articles of valuation. 
It is eaſy, however, to rectify the blunders, by continuing to 
ſtate the articles as originally ſtated, and disjoining the two huſ- 
band-lands at L. 18 each, their original valuation, when the 


whole will ſtand thus: 


Mr Carre of Caverss lands. 
William Turnbull's half of Bedrule- -mains, 
— — — U. 2 0 0 


Thomas Turnbull's half of ditto, 130 0 0 
9 8 
Bedrule-mill, 2 - 8 9 © 
Fourtcen hwſband-lands of the Town of 8 
unſold, at L. 18 each, \ Shai _ 2 
Corſecleugh, — 2 - O o 
Fulton, — — - 0. 
. Valuation of Cavers's was; — L. 16320 O 
Gare Blacks lands. | s 
Menſeleſs, ISS 
Two huſband-lands at = Waulkmill, 
at L. 18 each, „„ 


Valuation of William Blacks lands, - 


2393 0 0 


As originally, — L. 2025 o © 


— 


L. 2025 


L. 2878 6 8 
34 © 
240 © 
54 © 
19 0 
27.0 
17 © 
108 0 
22 0-8 

4 
o © 


— —— een cre oe 


CE — dmſæ[ AC ECT — 


($8. J 8 1 
| Brought over, — L. 2025 © © 1 
| ART. 180. Laird of Newton, - — L. 8533 0 oO "= 
4 : Wrong. Newton and the mill ought to be ſtated ſeparately as in oY 
4 ; 1643, and when right ſummed, their valuation amounts to - $53 -6 8 a 
| Now belonging to Thomas Ogilvie, Eq; of Cheſters. 
| h 1 8 Ny 
181. Thomas Rutherford of Kowſnouth, — L. 484 0 0 Y 
1 This appears to be wrong in two reſpects; ½, It is a junction El 
$ | of ſeveral articles; and 2dly, the ſum is not L. 484, but L. 448, 8 
| and the miſtake muſt have happened from a tranſpolition of ; 
„ figures in copying 
Az It is compoſed of 
1 John Turnbull's lands, - 124-0 0: 
"i Thomas Rutherford's lands iy Rowcaſile, 240 o 0 
i Andrew Turnbull's lands there, - . 
ki George Fletcher there, — 888 
vx Farl of Traquair's lands there, - 108 © 0 
1 | - — 448 0 © 44% 09. © 
i The erroneous valuation of L. 484, was, however, aſſumed as a 
4 » cumulo, together with Art. 182, and disjoined thus: 
_ — — E 511 © 0 
Jo. Rutherford of Knowſouth, L. 420 156 I 
Thomas Rutherford younger of Knowſouth, 44 6 10 
Lands purchaſed by James Marr, now laid 
intothe eſtate of Cheſters (. Ogilvic kiq.) 39 18 1 
- It 0-0 
It is impoſſible perfectly to rectify this disjunction, unleſs it was 
F known which of the old articles of valuation comprehends the 
* lands fold to Thomas Rutherford and James Marr. But by 
1 ſuppoſing the whole of the real valuation one cumulo ſum, it 
of may at leaſt be ſo far rectified as to bring back the whole in the ; S 
'Þ proportions of the above disjunction to che original valuation. 1 
15 The real valuation of Art. 181, is L. 449 9 0 1 
. And of Art. 182, - 27 0 0 1 
| | — — 475.0 0 » 
. Aecvcaſtle, excluſive of parts ſold, (John 1 
| «< Rutherford of Knowfouth) = 396 13 10 54 ig 
Ut Part of Rewcaſtle (Thomas Rutherford) 41 3 10 1 
„ Part of ditto laid into Cheſters (Mr Ogilvie) 37 2 4 27 
. — 4 $0 | 
182. William Millar, . - — 27 © O 
9 As in 1643. Afterwards acquired by Knowſouth, and confounded 
1 | and disjoined with his valuation, (See Art. 181.) : 
183. Laird Storie, 8 5 8 - 040 
= Unaitered ſince 1643, and now belongs to Laird Thos Storie, 
1 the deſcendent of this ancient Family. 


& 


Carried forward, — L. 3371 6 8 


| a 
9 % b 
'Y Ar 184. Andrew Kerr of Wall, for thanks, ” 8 | | 66 I}: 4 
* There is no ſuch article of valuation in the Old Bock, nor no ſuch 
iy name as Huntknow, altho' in this particular pariſh the names of 
all the lands arc entered. 
Now belongs to Mr Elliot of Wells. 
:35, On the other hand, the teinds of the parifh are entirely omitted in a 
| 1678, and every ſubſequent Valuation Book; and it ſeems to 
be a matter worthy of the attention of the Commitfſioners, to 
enquire who are the proprietors of. the teinds of the reſpective 9 
5 lands. If each heritor has acquired right to his teinds, a pro- j 
portional diviftion ought to be made, thus: 1 
hp Total valuation of the teinds, 8 2 . 572 6 8 | 
19 Teinds of Carre of Cavers's lands, L. 268 16 8 8 A 
4 ] William Black's lands, os 16- D x | 
a Newton and mill! (Mr Ogilvie) 149 11 4 il 
| Mr Ogilvic's part of Rewcaitle, & 41-2 li 
Knowſouth's part of ditto, 10 0 0 j 
Thomas Rutherford's part of ditto, 7 6 2 | 
Laird Storie's land in Reweaſtle, 2 19 4 [i 
; Huntknow (Elliot of Wells) "10 17 6 I 
| 92 06 8 i 
Total Valuation of Parith of Bedrule, — L. 4010 6 8 4 
— — a 5 5 ol 
s . . . = : 4 
Valuation 1643, when rightly ſummed, 3943 13 4 | 
| Increaſe, — 00-13 :-4 | 
which anſwers to valuation of Huntknow, not valued in 1643. f 
7 ; Valuation 1678, _ L 7470 13 4 
More by the preſent Analyſis, — - 53 4 13 4 
Accounted for thus: 
Teinds omitted in 1678, — * 572 C 8 Ez 
95 Newton and mill, there underſtated, © 0 08 
x _ a f : n 
1 Cavers's valuation overſtated, 2 -Q | 
8 Knowſouth's valuation overſtated, = 26 0-2 | 
7 g -_ 9 6 
= R | 
PARISH oe MIN IT O, 
According to Valuation-Book 104 3. h 
I! OHN TURNBULL, Mr William Turnbull, and Elizabeth Elliot, for their lands 
| of Minto, town, mains, mill, kaims, with teinds and pertinents, L. 2006 13 4 
Turnbull of Lofts, for his lands in Minto, 0 
Mr Gilbert Elliot, for his lands of Craigend and Deanfoot, - 660 0 oO 
Total Valuation of Minto Pariſh 104 — 1.2768 13 4 k 
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VALUATION of Minto Pariſh 1678, aſſumed as the Text. 
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Arr. 186, The Laird of Minto, ES 3 | — L 2108 13 4 
187. Mr Gilbert Elliot of Craigend, - — - "$a 0 0 


hy, 


Valuation of Minto Pariſh 1678, — L. 2768 13 4 

Article 186. is evidently a junction of the firſt two articles in the Old 
Valuation-Book, and Article 187. remains as in 1643. 

The whole having been acquired by the predeceitors of the preſent 


Family of Minto, the whole was ſtated in crumrlo in 1707 and 1743, 
and disJoined as conſiſting of one cuniulo article in 1779, thus: 


Lands round Minto houſe, „ 

Hillhovic park, — - "12 17 10: 

Garden and nuriery, - $1 19-3 

Coach and Spouiburna parks, 3 =” 

Farm of Cleugh-head, - 109 6 4 

Cowpark, - — - 43 2 14 6 
Fowledge park, and one north of i it, 45 TO 11 | 8 
Hillend parks, 5 52-19 6 

Houle and yeard, policy, - x 4 10 

Ditto, porter's lodge, - FF. I 16 : 

Ditto at Hillend, — - a 46.6 

Ditto at ditto, Fa 1-10. £ 

Ditto at ditto, - - 116 

Drythrople and 3 79-12 T0 

Kip's park, -? 102 0 7 

- 95 | OAT no . 


Lamblairs and plantations, the ſuperiority whereof is 
liferented by Alexander Alliſon writer in Edinburgh, 14 11 6 


Southcroft park, - - T9323; 0 
Horſe park, - 5 34 11 6 
Quickſand park, „ IS 44 4 
Quarter of Whitfield houſe and Northerofi 
park, 2 2-9 
Templecroft and Notmanſhot, - 76 16. 8 
Lavglands and quarter of Whitfield, 53 12 6 
Horden and quarter of Whitfield, 27 ir 'Y 
Quarter of Whitfield and houſe, - 4 
Welter Southcroft and houſe, - 43 18 1 
Houſe and yeard e in 1779 by VV ; 
Cunningham, 0 14 It — © 
Houſe and yeard then offene by Sina; King, 2 3 11 
Ditto then poſſeſſed by James Temple, 18-9 
Ditto by John Scott, = +40 7 
Ditto by Jo. Smeal, - x 16 3 
Ditto by Janet Brown, - 1 16 9 
Ditto by Ro. Henderſon, om 116-7 
Ditto by Jo. Turnbull, - 7-10 9 
Ditto by Wal. Kerr, — - — EO. 
Ditto by Alex. Neil, - \ 1146 7 
Ditto by Wm. Stevenſon, „ 


Ihe ſuperiority of theſe articles liferented 8 
by the Rev. Mr Rob. Elliot, - „ 110 


Farm of Minto Hills, = 070 3 

Hawthorn park, FA 43 16 © 

Mailcheſter park, Sfp 20.4.0 8 
Literented by the late Lord Weſthall, 438 0 2 


Carried forward, — L. 147: 3 4 | 2768 13 4 


A os. bo 
PM 3 "+ — — * of — N 
- 8 5 
2 2 


545 WASTE. 
"Wars 5 ; + * 
S N i 
8 5 — . _ « — 2 3 
4 - x . : 7 4 n 
- 75 N - , < * 4 * Ka f 
e © 


. 1 1 0 


Brought forward, — L. 1471 3 4 2768 13 4 


Farm of Kaims, I. 219g 0 2 
Kaimſide park, - - 65 14 © 
Muir park, - - 20” + 0” 
Minto Muir parks, — 127 1 x 
Liferented by Baron Dalrymple. — 441 13 3 
Farm of Craigs, - L. 73 0 o 
Mill Banks, — OS = FT VG 
Haugh be-eaſt Spittal-road, c 65 14 © 
Three parks of Craigend, - "29 18} 
Craigend haugh, -. 8 
Mill haugh, VVV 
Houſe and yeard, — 1-106 8 
Liferented by Sir J. Stewart of Allanbank. — 421 18 17 
Lillilaw park, — - - L. 1 19 8 8 
Squarehaugh park, = | 65.13 9 
Lake's-haugh,  * = - 309-10 
Main's-haugh, - - 2449 41 
| Longhavgh, - - 30 2 6 
Five Bankend parks, - - 72 19 8 
Five ditto, - — 109 9 © 
One ditto, 5 - 1 104 $9 
Nutbank, — 8 2-10 -0 
Hutcher's river-ſide, „ 1 46 8 
Houſe and yeard, - - 110-6 
* by Robert Trotter of Buſh, «+ 433 17 10 


As before, — 1; 2768 3 4 


This disjunction is not more erroneous than many others in the 
county: indeed it is leſs ſo than ſome others, where the total valua- 
tions aſſumed as cumulo articles were never ſtated in cumulo; whereas 
the valuation of this eſtate was ſtated in cumulo in every Valuation- 


Book made up and authenticated during the preſent century. This 


disjunction has, however, been under the cognizance of the Courts 
of Law, in complaints exhibited againſt the different liferent ſupe- 
riors. Upon which occaſion the Judges recognized the Old Valua- 
tion-Book as authentic, in ſo far as to find, that Sir John Stewart 


and Mr Trotter, who claimed upon the lands of Craigend and 


Deanfoot, which belonged to Mr Elliot of Craigend, and were ori- 
pinally valued at L. 660, had not ſufficient qualifications to ſtand 
upon the roll of Freeholders, altho' the boundaries of Mr Elliot's 
lands is not now exactly known, and although it is pretty evident 


that theſe Gentlemen ſtand infeft in other lands than thoſe compre- 


hended under the article of L. 666. The Judges at the ſame time 
ſupported the qualifications of the Gentlemen infeft in the other 


parcels of the eſtate. And it is to be obſerved, that theſe judge- 


ments lead to this material abſurdity, that as the parcels in which Sir 
John Stewart and Mr Trotter were infeft, are thus found to be leſs 


than is above ſtated, of conſequence the other parcels muſt be fo 


much the more; ſo that the exact valuation of no one parcel can be 


aſcertained But yet in framing a New Valuation-Book, it ſeems 


neceſſary, as the disjunction has been found to have a certain effect, 
to ſtate the disjunction as it has been made, leaving it to be rectified 
at the ſuit of thoſe Sache ect when they ſhall obtain the neceſſary 


| information, 


All theſe lands compriſing the old pariſh of Minto, belong to Sir 


' Gilbert Elliot: but the pariſh was conſiderably een upon the 


ſuppreſſion of the pariſh of Haſſendean. 
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R Total Valuation of Minto Pariſh, as in 1643. — L. 2768 13 4 
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PARISH or AN CR UM, 


According to Valuation-Book 1643. 


1 i : WIILIAN EARL of LOTHIAN, his lands of Over Ancrum, 0 
| Woodhead, Braidlaw, Palacehill, Belſes, and the teinds of Over "a 
Ancrum, . — L. 341113 4 15 
Stipend, — - ? - | t50 0 0 7 
= | 8 1.3255 13 4 1 
Sir Thomas Kerr, his lands of Belſes, : — 201 0 0 
Walter Scott in Sheilswood, his lands in Belſes, 3 | 130 0 © 
David Scott in Newlands, his lands in Belſes, - © 156 0 0 
Morriſhall, his lands in Belſes called > and teinds, - 766 13 4 
John Turnbull in Standhill, for Standhill, 8 | 120 0 0 
John Buckham, for Belſes mill, - - 200 0 0 (94 
Robert Earl of Roxburgh, for mains, mill, and town-lands of Ancrum, 1 970 0 © 
David Ancrum, &c. for themſelves and the remanent. feuars of the 
ſeventeen lands in Nether Ancrum, . - a RR 944 0 o 
Mr William Bennet, for the Broomhillss — — 800 Oo o 
\ Robert Bennet of Cheſters, his part of the Grange Paſlet, 3 4 
Gavin Elliot, his Part of the Grange, - 260 © oO 
Total Valuation of Ancrum Pariſh 1643, — L. 10354 o O 
= 
VALUATION of Ancrum Pariſh 1678, aſſumed as the Text. 
| 3 . 8 
AR r. 188. Sir John Scott of Ancrum, — - — L. 2400 0 0 8 
3 This cannot be traced exactly in 1643. But it is evidently either 4 10 
| a revaluation of the Earl of Lothian's lands in 1643, or of a part 1 
of them. Revaluations, indeed, are much more frequent in this ; . 
pariſh, and in thoſe ſituated further down in the county, than 85 y 
| in the pariſhes fituated higher, | 1 
| Disjoined 5th June 1753, thus: 7 
* Palacehill, Garſetlaw, and Woodhead, L. 571 0 o 9 | 
= | Remainder of the barony, 5 1829 0 0 1 up WW 
i# 2400 O 0 : 1 
: But notwithſtanding of the above disjunction, the whole valuation 11 19 
2 was again aſſumed as a cumuls article of valuation, and disjoined bo 
=o thus in 1779: : 
4 Mill park, - 4 L.73 16 10 
Lawn park, Dovecoat park, a and orchard, Cun- 
1 ningbrae and — - . 7 7 277, 2 BK - 
* Howden, - - 201 17 7 
23 Skaa. Braidlaw and TS and _ of Bell's butts, 207 6 8 
Y Trowpenny, and part of Bell's butt | — 344 
5 Hairſtains, - - 300 17 8 
4 Mill. lands and moltures, 3 102 15 © 
1 Howdman's-baugh, — 1 15. 1 4 
. Palacehill, - - „„ 0. 
5 Garſetlaw, — - - 150 13 2 
4 Barn park, - - 3 - 18 16 8 DE 


Carried 1 — L. 1683 6 1 2400 0 © 


1 > Wi 2 . 5 5 80 8 
1 \ : : | . 
a} . 189. Earl tai - N © - | = | e 288 15 — 


„ 


Four houſes and yeards in Bell's butts, - 20 14 © 
Woodhead, - - 4 361 $4 
Kirkhaugh parks, = oy 5 4-4 
Orchard park, - ES - 04 
Townhead, or BelPs butts park, 4 - 72 5 10 
Caſtlehill park, 3 Z © 7 14 
Provoſt park, - . £ 105 8 4 | 
Piece of ground. feued to Alexander Knight, _ 1-5 


Sum, L. 2400 0 0 


This tisjun&tion is evidently erroneous, as the valuation disjoined was 

- not at the time a cumulo article of vaiuation. But it car. eaſily be 
rectified, by dividing the valuation of Palacehill, Garſetlaw, and 
Woodhead, as eftabliſhed by the digunction in 1753, rateably 
amongſt theſe three farms, and the remaining valuation rateably 


amongſt the other parcels of the eſtate thus: 
5 Cumulo of Palacehill. Garſetlaw, and Woodhead, as 
aſcertained by the disjunction 1753, - L. 572 © 0 
Palacehill, - - IL. I 6 
Garſetlaw, - i 1 1 5 114 & 0 : 
Woodhead, 8 29% 4710 -- 
57t 0 o 


Cumulo valuation of the reſt of the barony, as aſcertained 
by the disjunction 1753; - $ I. 1829 0 0 
Mill park, - - L.81 18 8 
Lawn park, Dovecoat park, garden and f 
orchard, Cunningbrae, and pertinents, 163 15 6 


Howiden, - WE. 224 2 
5 Skaa, Braidlaw and croft, two parks and 
. houſes and yeards at Bells butts, 261 2-2 
TA Trowpenny, and part of Bells butts, 138 6 
B Hairſtains, - - 223-19 4 
8 Mill lands and muttures, - V 
1 Houdman's-haugh, 1 F*** 
bw Barn park, — — 4 
0 Four houſes and yeards i in Bells butts, 22 18 © 
VN Kirkhaugh parks, - 53 10 0 
12 0 Orchard park, — 1 53 10 © 
ty Townhead, or Bells butts, " wo 7 8 
my Caſtlehill park, — — re 123 6 
4 Provoſt park, - "1 0 4 
13 Piece of ground feued to Alex. Knight, 11 14 4 | 
1 — — 1829 0 


— 
In the before mentioned draught of a New Wan den Beck the 
laſt article is ſtated to Sir John Scott, the proprictor of the reſt of 
the eſtate ; but as Knight appears to be the en, it thould be 


Probably comprehends a part of the lands belonatng to the Family 
in 1643. lt ſtill continues in the fame Family, but the name 
of the ade does not appear. "Ig 


* 


"tt 


Carried over, — L. 2688 15 o 


Brought forward, — L. 1683 6 1— 2400 0 © 
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1 Brought over, — L. 2688 15 
1 ART. 190. Cechpen, for the Kirkland, „ 200 o 
i Cannot be traced in 1643- Now belongs to Admiral Elliot. 
A 191. Earl of Rvxburgh, - — - 1070 0 o 
Aa As in 1643). and (till belongs to that Family. 
1 192. Robert Bennet of Cheſters, - - 1460 13 4 
4 As in 1643. Disjoined thus : 
1 Ryeknow, confounded in 170) with Kerr of Caverss 
„ valuation, | - L. 100 o o 
wt Raflat, (Miſs Ainſlie's) 8 500 0 o 
wi: | Cheſters, confounded with part of the 
1 lands of Nether Ancrum (Vide Art. 196.) 
. and disjoined as under, - 860 13 4 
[ — 1460 13 4 
If Cheſters, as before, nn 860 13 4 
= Lands acquired by the proprietor of 
4 Cheſters from feuars of Nether An- 
1 crum, (See Art. 196.) 104 8 It : 
( Me WW mY 
ﬀ# Although theſe were never rated in cumulo in any Va- 
. luation-Book, this ſum was aſſumed as, a cums and 
i | disjoined thus in 1779 : 
i Farm of Craig and others, - 1 5 Q. 3 
1. Parks of Tronyhill, Stobedge, Haugh on 
3 on the South of Teviot, and others, 419 3 10 
* Blackdub's garden, and ground about the | 
1 houſe of Cheſters, — 130 18 4 
. — 3 
1 13 ns . . 0 gs „ . | . | . 58 
{ | The irregularity of this disjunction is apparent; but unleſs it was 
; . - known which of the parcels contains the Nether Ancrum lands, it 
17 8 - ; | Ke . 
* cannot be rectified. In the mean time, therefore, it muſt ſtand as 
5 it is, till the proper information is got. Cheſters, and theſe lands in 
* | Nether Anerum, now belong to T. Ogilvie, Eſq. . 
N 5 193. Sir Ni. lam Bennet, | 3 = 5 800 © © 
4 As in 1643. Now called Barnhills. Disjoined thus : 
A Eaſter Barnhills, - L. 450 18 Irs 
NY Weſter Barnhills, 5 340 1 4% 
„ Belong to Miſs Stewarts. — e d 
g 4 1 94. Sir Thomas Kerr, e . - 1143 18 4 
4 Lands and mill of Belſches. Cannot be traced in 16 43. Is prob- 
'Y ably a revaluation, but, — not, muſt be conſidered as 
nf a cumulo, : 
Y New belongs to Carre of Cavers, but has been confounded with 
3 . 
Al Rycknow, part of Article 192. 
il Carried forward, — L. 8263 '6 8 
6 
1 © } - k 


( 69. ) 


Brought forward, 


Farr. 195. George auc hop of Pendicle, OO — 


197. William Elliot of Grange, 


198. John Turnbull of Standbill, A — 


8 


Its name is Pinnacle. 


There is no ſaying whether it contains the 


whole or only a part of Morrishall's lands, rated in 1643 at 
L. 766: 13:4. But whether it is a revaluation Or Not, it muſt 


be conſidered as a cumulo article. 


Now belongs to William Sibbald, Eſq. 


- 


196. Fewars of Nether Ancrum, I. a — 
As in 1643, and disjoined thus: - L.944 o o 
Mr Ogilvie's lands, 
Three quarters of outfield land, formerly William 
Pennet's, — — L. 30 0 0 
A quarter of land, Wen Margaret Rae!s, 3 6 8 
A quarter ditto, formerly James Runciman's, 13 6 8 
A quarter ditto, formerly William Elliot's, 13 6 8 
Half a quarter ditto, formerly William Elliot's, 6 13 4 
The outfield of a huſband- 0 formerly 
John Borthwick's, ''* — 17-17 7 
All confounded with valuation of Cheſters, 
(See Art. 192.) = L. 104 8 11 
Duke of Roxburgih's lands, 
Broom, formerly Sir Jo. Rutherford's, 
N _ L157 0 0 
Deacon Riddell's lands, I 4 © 
: 230 13 4 
William and Alexander Borthwicks | 
Part of the Potts, being half a land, 20-19 - 4 
William Scott of Africa's lands, — 106 13 4 
James Gray of Aſhieburn's lands, | 
Aſhieburn, - L. 86 13 4 
{tem for lands formerly Tho- 
mas Rutherford's, » 0 0-0 
Part of the Potts, being a 
quarter of land, - 71-8 
; — — 180 0 o 
George Gray's lands, 8 40 0 0 
Wal. Turnbull's lands, -. :- 
Jo. Rutherford's lands, - 33 6 8 
Jo. Smith's lands, = 46 13 4 
Ja. Davidſon's lands, 13 6 8 
Stephen Smith's lands, - 26 13 4 
William Moſcrop, and ſeven other feuars, roo o O 


2 Oe 0 © 


i 


This ſeems to be Gavin Elliot's part of the Grange, valued at L. 260 
in 1643, and now revalued. The ſum in the authenticated copy 
of the Valuation-Book 1678, has been razed, as well as the ſum- 
total of the pariſh z but ſo this article as ſtood ever ſince. 
Now belongs to Richard Hair. 


2 


As in 1643. Now belongs to Mrs Turnbull and Mrs Stenhouſe. 


— . 8263 6 8 


500 0 0 


944 0 © 


120 0 0 


* 


Total Valuation of Ancrum Pariſh as in 678, — L. 


10174 oO © ” 


N. B. The Pariſh of Langnewtoun i is now conjoined with the Pariſh of Ancrum. 
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PARISH or KELSO, ” 
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* According to Paluation-Book 1643. 


1 | TEE LADY HOME, I Bars at the leaſt liferenter of the lands and barony | 
4 of. Broxfield, „„ 2793 © 6b N 
I! Stipend, — — 220 16 © 5 © 
4 | OO —Lo; WM 
„ Sir Andrew Kerr of Greenhead, for the mills of Kelſo, ; 1 
Ut | — _ L. 1800 0 o 
{i For Eaſter-Wooden and Bridgend-haugh, 1326 13 4 
1 For Maxwell-heugh and half of mill of 
"ol | Bridgend, - L. 532 © © 
. For teinds of the foreſaid lands, 485 0 9 
3 Silver- rent of Maxwell-heugh, 366 13 4 
5 — 8098 13 4 | 
— : 4391 © $3 h 
14 Stipend, 0 
14 Ef Wrong deduced L. 3769: 6: 8, ſhould be — 236275: 68 
: Lady Yeſter, for Ns Hs and half mill of Bridgend, 476 0 o | 
#1 Stipend, - - „ 
1 e 3970 8 
15 Trem, for Pinnaclehill, in victual, L. 280 o o | 
if Silver- rent, | - —_ 66 13 4 
ii 8 254 
We. Stipend, - - . 
1 Teind- duty to Lord Roxburgh, 66 13 4 
9 | 104 13 4 | 
N — 102. 0 - 6 
#2: Theſe two laſt articles are wrong ſummed and deduced in the 
75 copy of the Old Book : they amount to L. 560, but are there 
2. eatered in the money-column L. 658. 
i Andrew Kerr, for Maiſondieu, mm - 420 © © | 
Hh John Hog, for Dowcat and Dowcathouſe, - — 460 13 4 i 
9 Agnes Haitlie, for her lands in Howden, | : $00 0 '0 A 
i John Kerr of Merſington, for four acres of land in Mock, 24-0 0 | 
Li; Sir Thomas Kerr of Cavers, for Weſter- | 
5 | Softlaw, 1 L. 560 WO 0 = 
1 For Weſter-Wooden, 366 13 4 ' 5 | =» 
; 4 . Teinds of the ſaid lands, 166 13 4 | | 5 7 
B . — — 1093 6 8 EY, © 
* Feu- duty, 10 0. 0. £ 
1 His four-merk twelve · ſnil- | | 
# ling-land in Kelſo, L.1g9o o o 
en, 16 bolls bear, at 6l. 96 o o 
— 286 o o 
1 - LR Z 
| —— 282 14 8 
f 1366 1 4 
22 8 Teind-duty, | 233 6 8 4 
Wrong deduced L. 1252: 14: 8, ſhould be —— 1132 14 8 
Carried forward, — L. 8943 5 4 


1 


Brought for yard, — I. 2943 


Mr Robert Kerr, for Broom- lands and teinds, - | 

Earl of Roxburgh, for teinds of Kelſo, = 1063 6 8 
Item, the mail (feu-duty) thereof yearly, Fa 157 13 4 
Teinds of Maxwell-heugh, - 244; :0. 0. 
Teind-duty of Pinnaclehill, 66 22 - 4 
"Teinds of Weſter-Softlaw, and Welter-Wooden, 133 6-8 


Teu-duty thereof, - - 109 © © 
Ditto of four-merk twelve-ſhilling land in Kelſo, ES 

Lands callit Friars, or Eaſter Roxburgh, - 466 13 4 

Wrong ſummed L. 2209: 5: 4, ſhould be ———-— 

George Hangitſide, &c. for themſelves and the reſt of the Town of 

Kelſo, being four-icore ſixteen- mel k lands, . 
The cuſtom of the corns pertaining to Robert Kerr of Little, - 


The ſmall cuſtoms pertaining to John Learmoath of Courlyet, 


Valuation of Kelfo Pariſh in the copy of the Old Book, is ſaid to 
be L. 14,4 45:17:45 but when the wrong additions, &c. are cor— 


rected, it is only — — 4 


* 


3 
933 © 8 
2041 18 8 
1800 © © 
200-13 4 
723 0 $8 


* 


L. 14118 16 8 


d 


VALUATION of Rel/o Parith 1678, aſſumed as the Text. 


Aur: 199. Harl of Roxburgh, - „ L. 4275 9 0 
This-grols ſum is continued in 1680 and 1707 ; and in 1743, is ſaid 


to be the valuation of the barony of Broxfield. 

But this it is perfectly impoſſible to believe. In es Broxfield 
was only rated at L. 2312: 10: 8; and although there are evi- 
dently many revaluations in this pariſh, and indeed there is one 
inſtance of as great a proportional increaſe, yet if it is Broxfield 
alone which is thus valued at L. 4275: 98. what is become of 
Eaſter Roxburgh, and the great quantity of teinds which be- 
longed to the Family of Roxburgh in 1643, and for which no- 
body is rated in 1678, or fince ? 

It would ſeem that there has been no revaluation here, but that 


the lands, teinds and feu-duties belonging to the Family, ought 
ſtill to be ſtated as in the Old Valuation- Book, thus: 


Barony of Broxfield, 0 
Friars, or Eaſter Roxburgh, N $90 17 42. 
„„ 2 4.9 
Teinds of Kelſo, . L. 1063 6 8 | 
of Maxwell-heugh, - V 
,,, 1 
of Weſter Softlaw and WMiier 
Wooden, „ 
: » N ——— 1404 6 8 
Feu-duty of lands in Kelſo, — I. 157 13 4 
of W. Sofitlaw and W. Wooden, 10 o o 
of four-merk twelve - ſhilling land 
in Kelſo, - 3 | 
| — 170 18 8 


Thus the Duke of Rouburgh's valuation thould be 


ſtated at 5 — ſo 
which is L. 79 : 0: 4 more than what is ſaid to be the valuation 
of the barony of Broxfield alone. 

All theſe articles ſtill ſeem to belong to the Family of Roxburgh ; 
but even if the feu and teind-duties do not now beloag to the 


Family of Roxburgh, or did not ſo early as 1678, it muſt not 


Carried over, -— I. 49354 9 4 


4354 9 4 
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Brought over, — 
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from thence be ſuppoſed that it is wrong to preſume that they 
are included under this article of valuation; for the enquiry 
here, is not to whom theſe feu and teind-duties belong, or did 
belong in 1678, but under what article of valuation 1678 they 
are comprehended. If any of them now belong to the heritors 
of the different lands, they will be disjoined, upon the applica- 
tion of thoſe concerned. 


1 
10 
1 


* * * — — + 
E. 
** 
— 


No doubt this article may be a revaluation, tho! ugh the contrary 


ſums, joined with the erroneous calculations, addittons, &c. in 
this pariſh in the Old Book 1643, rather feem to lead to a dif- 
ferent concluſion. Of this, however, the Commiſſioners will 
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is here ſuppoſed. But the ſmallnels of the difference of the two 


: Judge for themſcives, All that is here meant to be ſhown, is, that 
| | the article comprehends more than the barony.of . Broxhield. 
| The rent of the barony would probably vary betwixt 16.43 and 
| 1678, fo as to authoriſe a revaluation of the lands. But as it 

if is not likely that the feu and teind-duties would undergo any 
14 var! ation, they ought at all rates to be kept ſeparate. 
11 " a 
: ART. 200. Ar, Henry Kerr, for the mills of Kelſo, - - 
As in 1643. Pelongs to Duke of Roxburgh. 
| _ —— — — — — 
201. Sir VVilliam Kerr of recent = - - - 
This article ſeems to comprehend Greenhead's valuation in 164 2, 
(excenting Kelio miils, Art. 200.) together with Sheeplaws and 
Lady Yefter's half of Bri, dgead-mill and Howden, amounting 
by the Old Valuation-Book to no leſs than L. 05? 0:8: It 
muſt therefore be reckoned a revaluation. is | 
Disjoined thus: - L. 1959 0 © 
Howden, (now belonging to Watſon's Hoſpital) 
— — la £470.06 
Faſter-Wooden (R. Walker, Eſq;) 2687 8 
Spylaw and Pillatooted (Watſon's Hoſpital) 5o00 o © 
þ Pridgend Chapel, and Maxwell-heugh, (Sir 
þ G. Douglas of Springwood-park) 936 © © f 
. - 19590 © 0 
' 202. Sir Thomas Kerr of Cavers, - - 5 


This muſt alſo be conſidered as a revaluation: It ſeems to compre- 
hend the old eſtate of the Family, Vinnaclehill, Dowcat and 
Dowcathouſe, and probably ſomething elſe. s 


20g. Laird of Wet Niſter, for four acres in Bridgend-haugh, © = 


the ſame as the four acres in Maxwell-heugh, then valued at L. 24. 


Art. 203. having alſo come into the Family of Cavers, theſe two ar- 

ticles were confounded, and the valuation of the whole taken as a 

cumulo article, and disjoined as follows in 1745: L. 1825 0 0 

Weſter Wooden and Pinnaclehill (now belonging to 

(Robert Davidſon, Eſq.) —— L642 4 

Weſter Softlaw (John Proctor, Eſq.) 2 8 

PFour-merk- land in Kelſo, and Broom- 

croft, Duke of Roxburgh) 247 0 o 
Vigorous-haugh, Broadyeard, Dovecoat, 

And Horſe- market, (D. Roxburgh) 336 0 o 


1825 0 0 


L. 4354 9 4 


This article cannot be found in Valuation-Book 1643, unleſs it is 


) 

1800 O 0 
19850 6 
— 
3 
26 0 © 


Carried forward, — L. 9929 9 1 


4 3 . 


1 


| Brought forward, — L. 9929 9 4 
The two laſt are rated in cumulo in the draught of the New Valu- | 
ation-Book. 

If theſe articles, as ſtated in 1678, were really revaluations, which 

75 is not perfectly clear, ſtill the disjunction is not perfectly re- 

oh gular, in fo far as it proceeds upon the ſuppoſition of the whole 

1 being a cumulo ſum. 

1 lar. 204. Sir Alexander Don of Newion, for Broomlands, 1000 o © | 
1 5 This is clearly a revaluation. Unaltered ſince 1678, and now be- 55 1 
10 longs to Duke of Roxburgh. 1 
+ ö 1 
1 — — 9 
0 6 . . 1 
5 205. Samuel Morriſon, for Maiſondieu, 1 - 400 o © 4 


Alſo revalued. Sir George Douglas of Springwood-park. 


_—_ 


206. Fexvars of Kelſo, - . — 20546 
This is a ſtrong inſtance of revaluation, being nearly double the 
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old valuation. It remains in cumulso ſtill, and, in the draught of it 

the New Valuation-Book lately made up, is called the 100 merk - 

land of Kelſo, which is likely a miſtake, as in the copy of the j 

N Old Book it is ſaid to conſiſt of no leſs than four- ſcore ſixteen- 1 

15 merk lands. ; | 

207. William Kerr of Chatto, for the corn cuſtoms, bo 278 0 0 1 

kl 208. John Learmonth of Courtgate, for the ſmall cuſtoms, 5 167 0 1 

N Both revalued, and n to Duke of e 3 | 

1 209. Richard Lenm month, for his lands in Faircroſs, | S "— | 

5 Cannot be traced 1 in 1643. Duke of Roxburgh. | 

= Total Valuation of Pariſh of Kelſo, | — L. 15336 9 4 15 
£ Difference, — L. 79 0 4 


Which anſwers exactly to the variation upon the valuation of the 
Family of Roxburgh's lands betwixt 1643 and 1078. 


PARISH or ROXBURGH, 
s 
According to Valuation-Book 1 04 2s 

EC an, of ROXBURGH, of er 
16 chalder half and 3 firlots, at L. 6 the boll, wrong os 

calculated L. 1388: 10 8. ſhould be = 1588 10 0 
ro chalder 12 bolls 1 firlot meal, at L. 8. « 1378 0 0 
2 chalder wheat, at L. 8, - - 256 Oo o 

In conſequence of the above blunder, the ſum in the DE Wt 

money column 1s L, 4413 : 10s. but ought to be — 4673 10 0 _ 

N 0 | ” 1 | 


Carried over, — I. 4613 10 0 
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[ ; Brought over, — L. 4613 10 N 
| i My Lord Traquair, of filver-duty, wh - 1160 © {. 
1 vir Andrew Kerr of Greenhead, - - 1 1 
1 Dame Kerr, Lady Larg, 8 chalders 4 bolls bear, {3 7920 oO 15 
| 2 chalders meal, 256 o o 7 
| Silver- duty, . 3 13 . | i 19 
Hl | Wrong ſunimed L. 1362, ſhould be ———— 1361 6 1 
is George Rutherford of Fairnington 3 cha. 12 bolls bear, L. 360 o 0 w 
#1 3 cha. 12 bolls meal, 480 o 0 8 
IF | — 840 0 0 => 
"44 John Tailfour, his rent, 2's 8 — 666 13 4 1 
1 . Laird Hog, >: 8 100 0 0 1 
3 Robert Kerr in Fairnington, - — — t37 8 „ 
4 Laird Kerr, — — - 3 66 13 4 1 
: th Sir Thomas Kerr of Cavers, - - | — 96 o o 9 
1 William Kerr of Roxburgh, We - - z3x7 6-8 8 
14 John Henderſon in Stockſtruther, his lands there, — 30 0 0 We 
k 1 John Lumſdail, his lands in Stockſtruther, 1 30.9 9 1 
Wi John Hope, his lands there, I» - - 30 0 0 Wo 
14 Andrew Lumſdail, his lands there, 9 © 0 A a 
Rl In conſequence of the above two errors, the ſum in the copy of the LN 
4 Old Book is L. 10,016 : 3 : 4, but ſhould be . L. 10209 10 o 15 
1 | h | \ 
#1 VALUATION of Roxvurgh Pariſh 1678, aſſumed ai the Text. 5 
* ART. 210. Earl of Roxburgh, 8 - "Jo 4413 17 4&4 1 
oh This ſum is evidently ill copied from the ill calculated valuation of 1 
the lands belonging to this Family in 1643; and the difference of 
38. 4d. between this ſum and the valuation as it ſtands in the 
Old Book, is fo mere a trifle as to make the idea of a revalua- 
tion extremely improbable. The real valuation appears to be 4613 10 © 
Theſe lands ſtill belong to the Family of Roxburgh ; their names, Fe” 
— do not err. 5 
211. Sir William Kerr of Greenhead, — =; 1339 6 8 


This probably comprehends the lands ſtated to Lady Larg in 1643 : 
but as no names of lands occur in either Book, it is impoilible 
to determine certainly without better evidence: 

Disjoined thus : 
Lands now belonging to (Merchant Maiden Hoſpital 
of Edinburgh) - L. 1084 6 8 
Teinds of Heiton ſold, (See Art. 220.) 100 0 0 
Howdenlees, (Merchant Maiden Hoſpital) 155 0 0 


— 1339 6 8 


212. Laird of Chatt, = - - 5 


Cannot be traced in 1643. Disjoined chus: 
Sunlaws, (Alexander Kerr of Chatto) L. 1326 13 4 
Roxburgh- mains, (Duke of Roxburgh) 400 0 o | 
| — 1 13 4 


lm 


Carried forward, — L. 7679 10 © 
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Brought forward, — L. 7679 10 © 


. RT. 213. Laird of Fairnington, — — | - 954 O o 
"8 It is impoſſible to ſay with certainty whether this is a revaluation, 
1 . eee ſomething elſe than belonged to this Family 
9 in 1643. 5 
| 1 214. Andrew Kerr of Fairnington, - — - 20 0 
10 uh This article having afterwards been purchaſed by the proprietors 
| of Fairnington, the whole was confounded, and disjoined thus : 
WO — — I — L. 974 on 0 
0 74 Mid- farm, Eaſt- farm, and great incloſure, L. 431 11 2 
= Weſt-farm, Stone-park, Ground north of : 
ditto, Orchard-park, four yeards, Ladys : 
park and plantations, . 424 3 © | 
Chapel-croft, Cow-park, Back Ditches, 
Green, Crowbraes, Back Settlements, 
Garden, Orchard, and Chapel-park, 118 5 10 
| 974 0. 0 


If it was known which of theſe parcels contains Article 214, it ſhould 
be ſeparately ſtated. | 


dl, ———_—_— 


ee EE — 
” 


— _ 


21 5. Sir Thoma, Kerr cf Cavers, | - ER . 5 96 SS 


As in 1642. Now called Prior lands of Heiton, and belongs to 
James Lillie. | | | 


— — 
- ——_— 


— — — 
_ n —_—— * 


216. Laird Hog in Roxburgh, 7 - : - 166 13 4 
There is no ſaying whether this is a revaluation of the lands which 
belonged to Laird Hoy in 1643, or not. It now belongs to Duke 


of Roxburgh. 
217. The Four Heritors in Stochſtruther, - - - 200 © 0 


This is undoubtedly a revaluation of the four lit articles in the 
Old Book, and has ever ſince 1678 been ſtated as one cumulo ſum. 


—— — 
— 


1 — 
CHE. * ” g 1 15 


218. Robert Mein in Roxburgh, — 3 2 100 0 0 
Cannot be traced in 1643. Now belongs to one of the ſame name. 


* * * * — * —_— 


219. Zohn Hope, for half a land in the Newtoun, — . 
Cannot be traced in 1643. Now Duke of Roxburgh. 


ms 


The proprietors of the lands comprehended under this article, 
having purchaſed from the Family of Greenhead, the teinds, 
which were disjoined at L. 100, (See Art. 211.) the whole was 
aſſumed as a cumulo, and disjoined thus: 

Cumulo, 0 - - L. 10908 o o 
Weſt mains of Heiton, mill and mill. lands, excluſive of | 
30 acres of the mill-lands, - 524 16 6 
Eaſtmains, with 30 acres of the mill-lands, 
and 2 acres and 3 quarters formerly a 
garden, 5 483 3 6 . 
ä — 1608 Oo o 


Cari ied over, — L. 10144 3 4 


220. James Scott of Thirleſain, | 8 1 85 S go8 0 © 
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Brought over, — L. 10144 3 4 


But the lands and teinds ſhould have been {eparately 
disjoined thus: 
Weſtmains, ce. I. 472.15 2 


Teinds thereof, . $3 4-4 
— — 524 16 6 
Eaſtmains, &c. . 435 4 10 
Teinds thereof, - 47 18 8 
ä 


— — 1008 O © 


Theſe now belong to Sir George Douglas of Springwood- park. 


* 
[ 1 


Valuation of Roxburgh Pariſh, — 7; 10144 3 4 


Valuation 1678, ws - | _ 9944 6 8 


1 


| Difference, L. 199 16 8 


—— 


Which anſwers to the errors occaſioned by the wrong calculation of the Duke of 
Roxburgh's victual in 1643, and the wrong ſtatement of that article in 1678. 


J » 
According to Valuation- Book 1643. 


Rozzar PRINGLE of Stitchell, his fix and a half lands in the 

eaſt quarter, at L. 60 the land, - L. 390 0 o 
10 lands in the weſt quarter, at L. 46: 13: 4, — 466 13 4 
3 lands and a half in Cunnigacarrel, at L. 66: 13:4, 233 6 8 


7 lands and a half in the Doertoun, at L. 50, - 2907 6:0 
20 lands and a half pays 7 ſcore 18 bolls bear at L. 6, : 
— — _ L. 948 o o 
56 bolls 1 firlot oats, at L. 4, $37 © © 
32 bolls meal, at L. 83, — 2:6 0 0 
20 bolls wheat, at L. 8, - 160 0 o 


1589 © © 


The teind of Stitchell is valued to 10 chalders victual, 
tua parts oats, and third part bear, quhairof the 
miniſter gets 26 bolls oats, and 16 bolls bear, with 
L. 54 of money. So remaineth 7 chalder 10 bolls bear 
vic. &c. being defalkit 7 bolls and 3 pecks. 
The tua part thereof will be three ſcore 16 bolls oats 
and 3 firlots, at L. 4 the boll. Ide L. 306 o 0 

Tua pecks thereof defalkit allowit to the OE a. 
Ood, the three part being 37 bolls three _ „ 
pecks bear, at L. 6 the boll, - 227 - 2-6 _ 


Sum, L. 529 2 6 
Of the which ſum is to be defalkit the | 
ſaid L. 54 payit to the minifter, and . 


I. 16: 13: 4 of feu-duty payit for Laird : 
« Hopper's land and Blindlie's land, - 70 13 4 ; 
458 9 2 
W ſummed and deduced L. 35 12:9: 1, 3512 9 2 


— Total Valuation of Stitchell Pariſh 1043, — L. 3512 9 2 


— 


3 
The entry of this article in the copy of the Old Book, is very difficult to be made 
out. It is not eaſily read; and beſides, the ſums are not drawn out, and ſome of 
the calculations not dude into figures at all, The whole ſtory of the teinds is in 
a manner unintelligible ; indeed there is nothing in the copy of the Old Book nearly 
ſo much ſo; for which reaſon, the article has been entered verbatim. The ſum an- 
ſwering ſo nearly, however, ſhows, that in copying the article, its meaning has been. 
underſtood. 


VALUATION of Pariſh of Stitchell 1678, (now conjoined with 
Pariſh of Hume iu the Shire o Berwick), aſſumed as the Text. 


ART. 221. The Laird of Stitchell, and the Liferenter, for che pariſh of Stitchell, 
within Roxburghſhire, L. 3662 9 2 


The number of pounds in this article, leads to a ſuppoſition of its 
having been revalued, while the odd thillings and pence, being a 
very uncommon ſum, rather lead to a contrary ſuppoſition. 
But as there is nothing elſe but that circumſtance to authorite 
the ſuppoſition of a miſtake having been committed, and as 
there were no other lands in the pariſh which could be acquired 
by the proprietors of Stitchell, this article muſt remain as it is, 


"3 1 N | and be conſidered as a revaluation, and cOnlequenuy a cumulo 2 
"* article. 
1 In 1707, and ever ſince, the odd 2d. has been omitted i in the Va- 
— luation- Books. : 
| Belongs to Sir Jang nne of Stpchel, 
7 Total Valuation of Stitchell Pariſh a as in 1078, — I. 3662 3 4 
e f | 
PARISH or MAKERSTON, N i 
According to Valuation- Book 1643. j | 
Farr of ROXBURGH, and Sir William Makdougal, for their ; 
lands in the ſaid parochine, ſtock and teind, 22 chalders 1 5 bolls X bt . 
bear at L. 6 the boll, 3 - Ee 0 $ 1 
3 chalders 1 boll meal at L. , 10320 © on 
| — L344 4 0 
Robert Makdougal, - 5 1866 13 4 
+ Thomas Makdougal of Stodrig, of 88 „„ 0,600 12-4 l 
2 chalders bear, 41492 © — 2 
— 3 
John Morton, of ſilver-rent, | S oe & 
William Makdougal callit the Laird, 24 47" Wa at L G, = 144 0 oO | 
William Gladſtains, 2 chalders bear at L. 6, _ : a 192 0 0 


U | Total Taluatida of:Makornftori Pariſh 1642,  — I. 6638 10 8 
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VALUATION of Makerſton Pariſh 1678, aſſumed as the Text.” 


ART. 222, Laird of Makerfton, - - - = 4254 6 8 
223. William Makdougal called the Laird, | - 8 130 0 0 
224. William Gladſſainc, - - 5 . 
225. Arthur Holwoed, for Fttrick-heads, . - 80 

It is evident that every one of theſe, as well as ; of the ſubſequent 
articles, have been revalued fince 1043. They all belong to Sir 
Henry Hay Makdougal, and in 1743 were improperly rated 
as one cumulo article, called the barony of Makerſton, at 
20 5 wy L.4547 6 8 
This 18 likewiſe acquired a part of the lands of 
Stodrig (See Article 226.) which was disjoined at 111 0 O 
And although this laſt parcel of lands was never in any 2 
valuation ſtated in cumulo with the others, the whole 
valuation was lately aſſumed as a cumulo ſum of L. 4658 6 8 
| And 8 thus: | 
Luntenlaw, - . L. 629 10 1 
The remainder of the barony, — 4028 16 7 
— 4658 6 8 
D This disjunction is not only wrong, in ſuppoſing the whole of theſe 
articles a cumulo article of valuation, but likewiſe in ſuppoſing 
the ſum-total of the valuation to comprehend only the barony 
of Makerſton, of which Luntenlaw is a part. But it can eaſily 
be rectified, fo far as to deduce the valuation of Luntenlaw from 
that of the barony, and keep the other articles ſeparate, thus : 
Barony of Makerſton, excluſive of Lugteolaw, L. 3624 16 7 
Luntenlaw, - - 629 10 1 
Laird Makdougal's SE gs 3 130 0 
William Gladſtain's lands, - - 130 0 O 
Ettrick-heads, = wn — inns - 8 
Sum, L. 4547 6 8 . 
This ſtatement is at leaſt leſs irregular than the ſtatement by the 
disjunction; but if the Commiſſioners ſhall conſider the diſ- 
junction as a mere nullity, which in ſtrict law it certainly is, 
then the whole barony, including Luntenlaw, will ſtill fall to be 
ſtated in cumulo, juſt as it ſtood in 1678. 
8 226. Thomas Makdougal of Stodrig, | Fr To . 850 0 © 
Disjoined thus: 
Stodrig, excluſive of part belonging to Sir H. H. Mak- 
dougal, (Duke of Roxburgh), IU. 730 o o 
Part of Stodrig, (Sir H. H. Makdovgal), III o o 
a | _— 850 Oo © 
227. Thomas Paterſon, for Charter-houſe, g L 0 


This alſo belongs to Sir H. H. Makdougal, but has . being 
confounded with his other articles of valuation. 


3 


Total Valuation of Makerſton Pariſh as in 1678, — L. 5617 6 YL 
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PARISH or E D N AM; i 
. j i 
According to Valuation-Book 1643. 1 
: 1 
ANDRO — and his Mother, their lands and teinds i i 
is - - L. 86000 o © 9 
Stipend, - " - 480 0 0 
— I. „ 0” 1 
Sir James Chrichton of Eugtoune, his lands of Ednam-Spittle, +» 360 0 1 
* 8 : 7 1 
Total Valuation of Ednam Pariſh 16433, L. 7880 o 1 
VALUATION of Ednam Pariſh 1678, afſumed as the Text. ; 
ART. 228. Laird of Ednam, — — L. 6520 0 © ö | 
It is not eaſy to ſay whether this is a revaluation or a wrong entry. 1 
The latter is to be ſuſpected. But ſuſpicion alone is not ſuffi- 1 
cient to juſtify the ſuppoſition, where there appears in the Old 1 
Book no wrong calculation, addition, or ſubtraction, nor wrong : "if 
entry in the money column: 1 
| Disjoined thus at different times : «© © 6520 0 0 1 
Edenmouth, Highridgehall, Harpertoun, Kaimsflatt, 1 
and Newtonlees (Sir Alexander Don) L. 2173 6 8 6 
Cliftonhall ( Cuthbert of Ednam) 589 10 6 i 
Henderſide, L. 633 6 8 il 
Backraw of Ednam or Fair- 1 
ney-hill, now called New- 55 | „ 1 
ſtead, - 433 6 8 4 
Theſe belong to Mrs | Th 
Waldie, — L. 1066 13 2. 6 Dil} 
In 1780, Mrs Waldie diſponed to George | 1 | 
Waldie merchant in Newcaſtle, the It 
ſuperiority of the half of Hender- 1 
fide, and the half of Newſtead. Their 1 
ſhares were aſcertained by the ver- * 


dict of a Jury, upon a brieve of | 1 
diviſion. And the Sheriff, in con- 

ſequence, allotted Newſtead and a 

part of Henderſide to Mr Waldie. 


_ 1 . wy bo — — — 
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And the Commiſſioners of Supply, | | / | 
upon an application from thoſe con- 
cerned, divided the valuation equally | ; 
betwixt them, as if the whole had Fo 
been valued in cumulo. The plain = 
effect, however, of this disjunction, | 
was to find that the valuation of the 
part of Henderſide liferented by . 
George Waldie is L. 100 Scots, and 
of the remainder L. 533: 6: 8. The 
whole, therefore, will fall to be 
feated . 

Carried over, — I. 2762 17 2 $1 1 8 0 0 0 L. 6520 o o | 
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Brought over, — L. 2762 17 2 | L.6520 0 © | L. 65 20 0 0 


Henderſide, excluſive ofthat „ r 
by George Waldie, L. 533 6 8 
Part of ditto, being lands . 
then poſſefſed by Robert 
Hooper, and planting on 
the hill liferented by Geo. 
Waldie, - 100 © © 
Backraw of Ednam or Fair- 
niehill, now called New- 
ſtead, - 433 6 8 
—— 1006 13 4 


Edna; excluſive of two parcels = to 
Mr Walter Scott, TL. 1929-12 -7 
Part of ditto feued to ditto, 407 15 5 
Part of ditto feued to ditto, 453 1 6 
Belong to Eſq; | 

of Ednam, - — 2690 9 6 
In the draught of the new Valuation- 
tion-Book, the two parcels feued to 
Mr Scott are ſtated to him; but he 
ſeems only to have been a "Truſtee, 
and the feu-rights to have been 

1 | granted for political purpoſes. 3 
Sum, as before, — ——— 6520 © 0 


_ 


If the entry of this article in the Valuation-Book 1678 ſhall be 
found not to be a revaluation, but a miſtake, a new calculation 


will ſet the whole to rights. 


ART. 229. James Fala, for the Hoſpital of Ednam, , — . 360 0 0 
As in 1643. Belongs to Mrs Waldie of Henderſide. | 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Ednam, as in 1678, Re Th 6880 o o 


PARISH or SMAILHOLM, 
According to V, aluation-Book 1 643. 


Eat of ROXBURGH, and his Tenants, for 3 lands, ilk and payand 


bolls bear, at L. 6 the boll, - . L.. 3900 0 o 
John Thorbrand, for two lands, 11 bolls, - -= 66 o o 
Matthew Gladſtains, three half lands, 7+ bolls, - -65 0 0 
Alexander Home of Haliburton, his lands, = - 120 © 0 
John Brown, his two kirk-lands, - L. 99 © © 
Item, four lands there, - - 120 0 0 | 3 

— 219 © © 

James Cairtoote of Colmſlie, his lands of — Cos. - 400 © © 
Geo. White elder, two lands, - - IM 60 0 © 
Thomas Hunter 3 three lands, — os 90 _ © 0 
Carried forward, — L. 1390 © © 


2) 


8 1 Brought forward, — L. 1390 o © - 
Robert Ormſton, half a land, - 5 | - 0 9 
Thomas White, half a land, ow — 1 Ie 8 
Geo. White and John Simpſon, two lands there, w © 0.0 
Geo. White, ane quarter and ane halt, = — 12 18-0 
Alexander Hunter and Walter Rutherford, their lands, - 72 0.0 
Robert Howieſon, an quarter land, 2 — 5 
James Beverith, his eaſt land there, — - 02% 4 
Lord Cranſtoun, his eight lands, - L. 428 o o 

His broken land there, - | - „„ 
Smailholm- mill, — „„ 198 15 © 
For the kiln, — - 10.13 -4 
Silver-duty, 7 - - 88 1 z 
Wrong added L. 1340: 4: 1, ſhould be — — 1340 4 2 
John Pringle of Smailholm-craig, of ſilver- duty, 300-19 4 
Farm- duty, - — 17 10 0 
— 600 43 4 
George Pringle, for Weſter Smailholm-craigs, - 300 0 0 
Lord Cardrofs, for teinds of Smailholm parochin, be- 8 
ficles ſtipend and annuity, - 403 6 8 
Irem, 14 bolls oats at L. 4, and 4 bolis "I at Los; 80 0 © | 
: — 433 6 8 
Alexander Hunter of Wrongholm, — 3970 © 5 5 
Item, 28 bolls 2 pecks bear, at L. 6, 108 is © 
| : — | $02. x 8 


p— — 


Total Valuation of Smailholm Parifh 1« 1643, — L. 5098. 4 2 


VALUATION of Smailholm Pariſh 1678, aſſumed as the Text. 


5 As there is not a ſingle article in this pariſh which can be traced 
8 | from the Valuation- Book 1643 to the Valuation-Book 1678, 
* BY it is needleſs to ba repeating that obſervation in examining each 
of article. Every article indeed ſeems to have been revalued; and 


the teinds of the pariſh, which were ſeparately valued in 1643, 
ſeem, in 1678, to have been valued zz cumulo with the lands. 


Hnr. 230. Maſter of Cranſtoun, - 0 5 L. 1447 © © 
Now belongs to Mr Baillie of Jerviſwood, but was in 1743 con- 


founded with the valuation of other lands belonging to Don of 
Smailholm, from whom he acquired the eſtate. The Old Va- 


— — * 3 108 =. _—_—_ 
GE; a \ — - — S..4 wy - — 42 2 * 
PFPTPPTPTTTTTPTPCT0TCTCTdTT—T—T—— Os —— 


1 RES: — 4 L * 
- 1 4 * n 4 * * 1 => — > <a - * = £29 "2" 2 — r - ” _ OI 97 — 112 — _ 4 * 4 
We A = _ * of — N > — s ** — = * = 2 — — —— — 
— =>. * — — — — — — — 4 ow — — — 2. _ wy 7 
ICT Cn ang: —— Ren 2 pry — —— 4 — - - pn — — — — — — — — mon - ——— — — ere oe — — — ED — _— — — —— — — — — — — — 2 
— — - — 2 — : & -» — — — ——ꝓ— — _ — 8 * — — Ba — — > — = - — — = — — —— — — —— — — 
. rr I 8 2 —— — — — io — — — ay — 2 — —— - — — —— _ —— —— — — — — — by — — — ms" — — — — — 
* _— — — — + — IR. r — — ——_— _ — 2 — 2 2 * — — — — — 8 * 8 — my * = r — — — —— —_— _ - > — — — — 
— Jo. 2 T5 2 = -Y — — — — 2 — Dr — — — — . — —— — — * — — — 

— . 8 os 2 — 2 — ps 7 L 8 7 — - ws — > gp ——— — — OO —— "Vn jo 

N * * ; Co " — — _ — is, — ti. * — * 4 — IS — - — — 2 * — — 

2 — — = - ww — % i = © 2 * — - —— — — — — — 
— — >. Lets I — — , — — 5 * hs —— — 5 AE” — 2 * — 2 ba 
= - 23 * po 2 — — * — — . — I — L m 


luation-Book ſhows, that it comprehends the lands of Smail- 1 
holm, with the mill and kiln. 7 
5 5 8 3 if 
231. Sir William Scott of Harden, 8 - 1954 10 9 iN 
[18 
Disjoined thus : i 
Walter Scott of Harden's lands. 0 [7 
Sandyknow and Weſt Third of Smailholm, F 1 
_ _ L. 95 1 16 1072 9 
New Smailholm, — 4 7-11 il 
Wrangholm or Wianham bil, 320 4 11. | 
Wrangholm-park, _ - 208 0 27 3 
_ On ——- 1808 10 0 
William Lockie's lands. 3 
One huſband-land, - 2 8 
James Haig | 
One huſband-landg, WIFE a " 13 © 2 


8 44 8 <. 


Sum, — L. 1954 10 © 


93 


X Carried over, — L. 3401 10 © 


( 82 ) 
Brought over, — IL. 3401 10 & 


This disjunction, if the article as ſtated in 1678 was a revaluation, 
and a cumulo article, appears to be perfectly regular; and indeed 
it is impoſſible to doubt that it was a revaluation. 

In a paper found amongſt the Records of the Commiſſioners of 

Supply, intitled, State of the Valuation of Smailholm Pariſh 

© 1775,” Harden's lands are ſaid to be valued at L. 1832 6 O 
James Haig's lands, - = 01.72 0 
Alexander Lockie's lands, - - 01” $::0 


Sum, — L. 1954 10 o 


But upon what data, or from what materials, this ſtate has been 
made up, does not appear, and it is no ways authenticated. 
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ART. 232. James Don, — — 2 5 li 
Theſe are the lands of Eaſter Smailholm- craig, now belonging to | 
Baillie of Jerviſwood, but were contounded with his other ar- 
ticles of valuation in 1743. 
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233. Mr Pilliam Donaldſon, - - - 190-23 0 
9 1 Since called Donaldſon's lands. Now belong to Mr Baillie of 
4 | ; Jerviſwood, and in 1743 confounded with Articles 230 and 232. 
M 234. The Hoſpital of Smailholm, — | - 412 0. 0 


A revaluation of what is called Smailholm-Spittle i ig 1643. Now 
belongs to Sir Alexander Don. 


235 Willam Brack, — | — — | 29 5 0 
Now belongs to one of the ſame name. | 
33 * 
236. George White, - 1 — - 77 10 0 
| Alſo belon gs to William Brack. 5 
4 237. Heirs of Jobn Brown, - — 10 0 | 0 
al Now belongs to George Brown. | 
x 238. Laird of Torſonce, | - ” — - 66 12 O 
239. John Hunter, — —— - 66 12 O 
240. Heirs of James Watſon, - 3 - 36 16 8 
241. Mark Ormſton, (now called Boyd's lands) - 5 22 8 o 
242. John T horburn, - — — — 85 13 0 
243. Alexander Thorburn, — La? A | 1 + 0 
244. Henry Home, * = MM 8 80 89 0 . 
| Theſe ſeven articles comprehend lands which all now belong to 
Baillie of Jerviſwood. But of late the laſt three articles have 
been confounded and ſtated in one cumulo of L. 203: 17s. 
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Brought forward, — L. 5359 16 8 
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It has been already ſaid, that the teinds of the pariſh are not men- 
tioned in the Valuation-Book 1678; and it will be remembered, 
that the ſame circumſtance occurs in the pariſh of Bedrule, and 
by way of correcting that blunder, the valuation of the teinds 
are propoſed to be rateably divided amongſt the different lands. 
But here it would be raſh to follow that rule; for, in the 
pariſh of Bedruſe, there does not ſeem to be a ſingle inſtance 
of revaluation : but there is not a contrary inſtance in this 
pariſh, and the increaſe of valuation makes it likely that in 
1678 the teinds were valued along with the lands. 


— 


n 


Total Valuation of Parith of Smailholm as in 1678, — L £359 16 3 


PARISH or LIN T ON, 
According to Valuation-Book 1643. 


Farr of LOTHIAN, 16 bolls bear at 1 65 8 


Silver-rent, - - - 220 13. 4 
L.322 13 4 
Andrew Kerr of Linton, 8 chalders 2 bolls half | 
meal half bear, - - 1-010 9.0 
Silver-rent, 8 — OM 1 0 9 
2043 6 8 
Fenn, 1 - _— 1620-0 0 
Ro. Kerr of Bradoun, n — „ 880 0 o 
Robert Kerr and George Davidſon, for Hoſelaw, everie one of 
them L. 200, 3 - - . 400 0 o 
Geo. Kerr of Burnfoot, — - - 3 $-: 
Lady Grubit, — | e 75 ® - 80 © o 
Wrong ſummed L. 5319: 6:8, ſhould be — I. 5679 6 8 


VALUATION of Linton Pariſh 1678, afſumed as the Text. 


AR r. 245. Henry Kerr of Linton, 7 7 " L.1432 6 8 
This ſcems only to comprehend a part of the lands which be. 
longed to Kerr of Linton in 1643; but whether it comprehends 
the whole or a part, it muſt be conſidered as a cumulo article 
in 1678. 
246. Robert Pringle of Clifton, - p - 1642 O 0 
This ſeems to be a revaluation of the lands which belonged to 
Lady Linton in 1643. 
Theſe two articles were rated in cumulo in — and 1743, 
> mp - - - L. 3074 6 8 
And disjoined as a cumrulo in 1779, thus: 
Bankhead, excluſive of lands on the ſouth-weſt fide of 


the road from l. inton to Kelſo, ae 
Part of Bankhead on ſouth-weſt ſide of | 
laid road, - 1385 13 ey 


— 


Carried over, — IL. 60 O 2 [L. 3074 6 8 I. 3074 6 8 


r 


— 


—_—— 
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Brought over, — IL. Co o 27 L. 3074 6 8| L.3074 6 8 
ww Linton, excluſive of Prior-raw, . 
4 Linton-mill farm, 185 13 lier 
| South fir-park, and North Let; 48 11 4 

it Burnfoot, exclufive of Prior-raw, 341 18 0%; 
'" | Mili-meadow park, and Kirk-yett park, 75 14 itt 
3 Nill-acre park, — 18 I) 47 
1 Greenfield farm, — 285 14 11755 
if Crookhouſe, excluſive of Hyndlaw 
* Rnow-park, 1 432 8 112 
1 | Hyndlaw-park, - 45 14 27 
be. Plantations, Lawn, Garden- ground of 
WE! Park, White-park, and Hole. park, 57 2 87 
3 Stoney-park, = - 45 14 2% 
1H Cow-park, OY” - 77-2 Pew 
43 Hencroft-park, - 317 8 62 
. North Hardſhot- park, - 227 17 . 1s 
[ South Hardfhot-park, — 25 14 27 
; i i  Hyndlaw-meadow, - 28 11 4 r 
uu Prior-raw, | - - i 8 8 
8.8 | | ER 
| i} This disjunCtion is wrong, as many others are, the valuation dii- 
Us joined not having been a cumulo article. But if the lands com- 


prehended under each of the two original articles could be 


: pointed out, it might caſily be rectiſied. 
Ar r. 247. Fohn Kerr of Frogdean, — - - 
I his ſeems to be compoſed of the lands which belonged to the 
: | Earl of Lothian, Kerr of Burnfoot, and Lady Grubit, in 1643, 
and moſt likely ſome part of the old eſtate of Linton. But as 
all theſe will not account for ſo large a ſum of valuation, with= 
out ſuppoſing a revaluation, this muſt be conſidered a cumulo 
e 
Disjoined thus: 
Frogdean, Dinnerleſs, Sharpirig, and Blacklawmyres, 
48 (A. Wauchope, Eiq; of Niddry) L. 773 o. o 
1 Eaſterſide (ditto) - 3857 0 0 
; 1 — — 1160 o © 
1 : 8 
„* 248. Harie Kerr of Graden, „ os - 
T7 . As in 1643. Disjoined thus : 
1 Graden called Place- Graden (William Dawſon, 
1 _ Efqz) Þ - 1. 586 13 4 
8 Old Graden (Mr Pringle of Clifton? 293 6 8 
1 | | — L. 880 o o 
1 b | 
1 — 
„ 249. Sir William Kerr of Greenhead, — H 
1 This is Kerr's half of Hoſelaw, valued as in a 1643, and now be- 
I longs to Andrew Kerr. 
250. David Davidſon or Gilbert Stewart, — —.— 
. The other half of Hoſelaw as in 10613 · Now 3 to Andrew 


Davidſon. 


1160 0 0 


880 © 6 


200 0 0 


200 0 0 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Linton as in 1678, 


L. 55 14 6 8 


22 — — 


( 09 1 


Vicarage of Kirk-Yetholm, - 3 


— 


4 
——— — 2 


CO — 


4463 © 0 
33 6 0 


5 PARISH or VET HOLM, i 
2 According to Valuation-Book 1643. j 
4 | it 
95 AIRD of GREENHEAD, - L.c33 6 8 1 
1 | Deduce teind-duty, WW - CW EP 1 
3 — L.40 0 © 1 
, Mr William Bennet, his lands, ſtock and teind, — 2073 6 8 U 
8 John Kerr of Loch Tower, his lands, ſtock and teind, and teinds ih 
: of Thirleſtain and Kirk-Yetholm, Sow © i | 
Money-ſtipend, $M L. 333 6 8 | * 

Vietual, 0 4 245 © 0 7 

Communion Elements, : 20 © -0 1 

Parſonage teinds of Kirk-Yetholm, 266 13 4 i 

G9 | i 


Thomas Tait callit of the Whole, 1 - 


— 
<< 


— 


Ton Vatuation 0 of Yethoim | Parith 1643, — I. 7049 1 3 4 | "3 
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VALUATION of Yetholm Pariſh 1678, aſſumed as the Text, 3 


L. 3596 13 4 


— — SY et Crag 
. a — 266-4 — 
x a 8 — 0 Peer 
„5 


r. 261. Sir John Wauchepe of Nidderie, . . 
+: This is part of Kerr of Loch Tower's old valuation. 


Now disjoined thus : 


Barony of Loch Tower (A. Wauchope, Eſq;) 
_—_ L. 3200 0 © 


Lands ſold (now Niſbet of Dirleton's) 
and afterwards confounded with his 
valuation, names not known, =» 


— 
= 


Ls 

5 Re, 
2 
Hedge CES 


396 13 4 
- 3596 13 4 


. 3 - ——_—_ _— ———— 
— © mw — — 
Ang — a 7 2 
I —_— = = — TI 
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252. William Kerr of Cherrytrees, 2 - „ 1200 0 0 


This is compoled of 
Lands formerly belonging to Kerr of Loch Tower, 
being the remainder of his old vaiuation, after de- 
duction of Article 251, — L. 866 6 8 
Lands formerly belonging to Mr W. Ben- 
net, being the remainder of his old 
valuation, after deduction of Article 
2535 - © 300 6 8 
Thomas Tait's valuation 1643, - 33 6 8 
— — 1200 0 © 


— — 


This article of valuation however has been conſidered as a cumulo 
article of . - 1.13190 09 
| And disjoined thus at different tinies: . 
Lands ſold to Sir William Bennet be- 
fore 1707, - - L. 120 
Halterburnhead, (Wauchope of Niddry) 432 
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Hayhope, George Waldie, Eſq) = 
Cnerrytrees, (George Murray, Eſq;) 


Y 


204 
444 


© O0 0 0 


© 0080 838 


— 1200 0 8 
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Carried over, — I. 4796 13 5 
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Brought over, — IL. 4796 13 4 


In the draught a the New Valuation-Book, Halterburnhead is 
called part of Cherrytrees. In the report from the Kelſo diſtrict 
thereupon, it is faid that it is no part of Cherrytrees, but lies at 
a conſiderable diſtance from it, and that it appears from the 
title-deeds that it is valued at L. 432. The fact ſeems to be, that 
Halterburnhead is the lands purchaſed by Kerr of Cherrytrees 
from Mr William Bennet alone, or theſe lands and Thomas 
Tait's together; and that when Cherrytrees ſold them to Mr 
Wauchope, it had been bargained that they ſhould pay public 
burdens conform to a valuation of L. 432, as that ſeems the 
only thing that can be meant by ſaying that the valuation p- 
pears from the title-deeds to be L. 432. 


The title-deeds, or private papers of any kind, is no evidence at all 
of the valuation of lands; and the Commilfioners ought not to 
make disjunctions in conſequence of ſuch private bargains, even 
where the valuation to be divided is a camulo ſum. But to give 
effect to theſe private bargains, ſo as to alter the valuation of 
any lands which have been ſeparately valued, is totally irregular. 
Sellers and purchaſers may bargain together, ſo as to relieve one 
another of the ceſs, conform to what Proportions they pleaſe ; 
and the Collector of Supply may receive it as it is paid to him, 
provided he accounts for all that they ought to pay. But the 
Commiſſioners have no diſcretionary powers, but muſt decide 
upon the points which come before them according to the rules 
which the Law preſcribes. 


'The irregularity of this disjunction, therefore, need not be inſiſted 
upon: But it ſeems poſſible to rectify it. | 

If Halterburnhead conſiſts of the lands belonging to Mr William 
Bennet in 1643, and which were acquired by Cherrytrees betore 
1678, and Thomas Tait of tue Wholls lands, the valuation of 
theſe articles will ſtand thus : 


Wauchope of Niddry, 
Halterburnhead, - L. 300 6 8 
Thomas Tait's lands, 6 33 6 8 
8 — 1.333 13 4 
Lands fold to Sir William Bennet before 17077 — 135 7 4 
Hayhope, (George Waldie, Eſq;) 9 5 230 2 4 : 
Cherrytrees, (George Murray, Eſq;) C 


As before, L. 1200 0 0 


But if Halterburn only comprehends the lands acquired from Mr 
William Bennet by Cherrytrees, then the valuation of Halter- 
burn will be - - - L. 300 6 8 

And as to the other lands, unleſs it was known whether Tait's 
lands now belong to Cherrytrees, Mr Waldie, or were fold to 
Sir William Bennet, the valuation cannot be rectified farther 
than by throwing the valuation of Tait's lands into the valu- 
ation of Cherrytrees, and dividing the whole as a cumulo, thus: 


Valuation of Cherrytrees, Hayhope, and Tait's lands, L. 899 13 4 

Lands ſold to Sir William Bennet, L. 140 11 3 

Hayhope, - 238 19 6 

Cherrytrees, - - 0-33: 
1 


As to this article, however, unleſs it was known certainly to whom 
Tait's lands now belong, it cannot be corrected with accuracy 
and certainty. One thing, however, is clear, that the disjunc- 
tion as it ſtands, is wrong; that Niddry's lands cannot be rated 
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carried forward, — L. 4796 13 4 
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Brought forward, — L. 4796 13 4 
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at more than L. 333: 13: 1 and conſequently the other lands 
cannot be rated at leſs than is ſuggeſted in the firſt of theſe two 
plans for rectifying the disjunction: And even if Niddry is 
not proprietor of Tait's lands, the ſecond plan ſuggeſted will 
render the disjunction more perfect than it is at preſent, though 
not wholly ſo. 
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Ane. 253. Sir William Bennet of Grubet, - = 1773 © © 
This, and the L. 300: 6: 8, being the valuation, or part of the | 
valuation of Halterburnhead, acquired by Cherrytrees between 

1643 and 1678, makes up the ſum of Mr — Bennet's valu- 

ation in 1643, (See Article 252.) 


Now belongs to Niſbet of Dirleton, and is called Kirk-Yetholm ; 
bur has been confounded with other two parcels of lands pur— 
chaſed from Niddry and Cherrytrees, (See Articles 251 and 252.) 


| 254+ James Scott of Thirleſtain, .. - - 430 0 0 
As in 1643. George Walker, Eſq; of Thirleſtain. | 


Total Valuation of Yetholm Varith as in 1643 and 1678, — L. 7049 13 | 4 | 


PARISH or SPROUSTOUN, 
According to Valuation- Book 164.3. 


Karr, of ROXBURGH, for the lands and mill of 
Sprouſtoun, 24 ſcore 10 bolls victual, half meal half 


bear.—The meal at 81. „% 0-0 
The bear at 61. - 1470 © © 
— [.3430 0 0 
Weſt end of Sprouſtoun, St. and T. . 3066 13 4 
© Teind of the Midtoun of Ike CC 0 0 
Item of maill, - - 4 6 8 
28 mk land of Reddin pays only Gals to his Lord- 
hip, ilk merk-land computit to 4 bolls victual, half 
meal half bear, (no ſum.) | 
Item 112 bolls viftual, —The meal at 8 l. L. 448 o o 
The bear is -—996--0---0 | 
784 00 © 


This laſt unnamed article is evidently a repetition of 
the 28 merk land of Reddin, as is demonſtrated 1 5 , 
by the number of bolls. The word Item, chere- 
fore, ſeems to be a blunder. | 


Teind of Reddin, - 3 Te. 
Teind of Haddin, , - . 4600-0 
Hill called Pattiſhill, ns . 200 0 0 


Carried over, — L. 8966 5 4 
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b 
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—— rt ror — ——— nt pe ͤ ͤ — — = 
— — be a | 
—— —— 


1 
| 
WR! | | 
1 =. 68 
bi | e Brought over, — I. 8966 4 
"i Deduce to the miniſter 56 bolls, half meal half bear, 
6 | * ij“ 1 ** vij lib. 3. . three hundred 4 ſcore 7 
pounds, L. 387. But both the calculation and the 
x ſum in the money column ſhows that it ſhould be 
1 ij 11 ** xy lib. or, in plain language, the v ſhould 
3 have been an x, - - . N 
= For it is drawn out in figures L.8574 5 4 : 
8 ; Sir Andrew Kerr, 3 mk land in TOTO - Di 0 09 : 3 
mk land in Reddin, 440 0 0 y 
| 3 mk land in Reddin called Thanklefsfield, *. 1333 but 5 
the ſumming ſhows that it ſhould be 200 merks, or 133 6 8 $: 
Eaſter Softlaw, = | - 126 0 Oo 5 
Dame Iſobel Kerr, Lady Larg, her part of Eaſter Softlaw, - 270 13 4 5 
James Kerr of Whitmoor, his lands in Sprouſtoun, - 2723 © 0 i 
William Kerr of Broomlands, his five-merk land in Redding, = 166 13 4 1 
Sir Thomas Kerr of Gateſide, his lands in Reddin, — 560 © o 5 
Lady Yeſter, her lands in Haddin, . L. 2081 6 8 | 
Deduce to the Schoolmaſter, =—- 66 13 4 
| a —— — 2014 13 4 
Robert Kerr of Middlemiſtwalls, for Middlemiſtwalls and teinds, 8 
f Earl of Buccleugh, for the barony of Limpitlaw, | - 14 6-0 
9 \ Tawn of Edinburgh, for teinds of Limpitlaw, . 500 0 © 
£ Total Valuation of Sprouſtoun Pariſh 1643, — L. 14848 12 0 
} VALUATION of Sprouſtoun Pariſh 1678, aſſumed as the Text. 
P ART. 255. Thomas Kerr of  Middlemi/twalls, ws 6... ne 
4 This is the only article in the Valuation-Book 1678 which agrees 
16 with the old valuation. There is a decreaſe upon the whole of 
| this pariſh, of nearly L. 1600. Every article, therefore, except 
| this, muſt be held to be revaluations, and conſequently cumuls 
# articles. 
| Middlemiſtwalls now belongs to Robert Park. 
. = | . 
. 1 236. Earl of Roxburgh, | - 5 - 3691 6 8 
„ 25 7. Counteſs of Caſſillicx : — 3813 © o 
; * i 258. Whitmor, his rent is e . Pld ON V9 
4 18 Iheſe three artieles now 1 to the Duke of Roxburgh, and 
1 : were all ſtated in cumulo in 1743; but the names of the different 
bY | lands comprehended under each of the ſeparate articles, are not 
1 known. 
Þ a = = 
„ 259. Sir William Kerr of Greenhead, | - * - 6 0-6 
i Disjoined thus : | 


Eaſter Softlaw, (Sir George Douglas) L. 262 13 4 


| Lands in Reddin and Sprouſtoun, (Duke | 
ef Roxburgh) > 673 6 8 
— — 0 


Carried forward, — L. 8902 6 8 


„„ 5 
Brought forward, — L. 8902 6 8 


ART. 260. Charles Kerr of Gatęſide, — 175 0 0 
Lands of Redanhall, now belonging to the Duke of Roxburgh. 
261. William Kerr of Chatto, - 2 — 309 oO 0 
Lands of Gateſide. Duke of Roxburgh. | 
262. Charles Murray of Hadden, 8 - wy 2000 0 © 
Disjoined thus in 1726: 
Barony of Hadden, being a twenty-ſhilling land, exclu- 
five of the Upper Mains (William Elliot of Wells) 
—_ — _ L. 1600 o o | 
Upper Mains of Hadden (ditto) = 400 0 © ö 
2000 © 0 i 
This disjunction has not been attended to in forming the Valu- 10 
ation-Book 1743, nor the late draught. i 
263. The Lady of Linton, for the teinds of Hadden, - | 305. © o 1 
Duke of Roxburgh. 1 | 
3 | 264. Counteſs of Weymeſs, - - = 1572 0 0 5 
2 Barony of Limpitlaw and teinds, Duke of Buccleugh. by: 
Toral Valuation of Sprouſtoun Pariſh. as in 1658, — 4. PR 6 8 | 
| Ri 
| 15 
PARISH or MORE BATTLE, i 
decordiny to Valuation-Book 164.3. 1 
EaRL of ROXBURGH, for Morchangh, . . 686 ls | 
Sourhope and Kelſo-cleugh, | - - 1000 0 o 1 
Halterburn and the Cove, 1 = "HI00_£4 4. 3 
Teind of Morebattle-Tofts, Miln- rig, and Otterburn, 333 6 8 1 
Teind of barony of More. 8 333 6 8 i 
Lands in Primfi.!e and Primſide-mill, en) 350 7 O 
Teinds of Weſtſide of — 2 2 180 0 0 . 
L. 4230 7 O 
Stipend, — — 36 oO 0 
The ſum total of this article is ſaid to be iijj*i je iijj * x xvij | 
lib vij fs. or L. 4197: 7.: But in the money column 
it is entered L. 4 52:7: 10. — Both wrong, ſhould be — L. 44 7 o 
7 = | Carried over, — L. 4194 7 5 
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3 Brought over, — L. 4194 7 © 
William Lawrie, for his lands in Feltarſhaw, - - 94 10 © 
Mr William More of Otterburn, 2 mk land of Clifton, Ln 42.0. 0 
His lands in Morebattle and Otterburn, - 210 0 © 
His teind in Whitton, - - 200 0 0 
Teind of Nether Tofts, - 3 33 6 8. 

: | L. 488 6 8 
Stipend, : - $2 © © 
_ 473 68 
James Pringle of Clifton, - - 150 13 4 
Laird of Loch-Tower, his 3 mk wad in Clifton, - - I00 O 0 
Mark Kerr, his lands in Clifton, - = - 03 06 8 
John Young, his lands in Woodſide, - L. 105 o o 
| Whereof to be deduced, - — 119 4 
Entered in money column L. 10g, ſhould be — 10 6 8 
Thomas Young of the Myres, his lands in Clifton, > | 102 O o 
Lancie Pringle of Lees, his lands of Hanual, - L. 120 0 0 
Part of Outfield of Clifton, - "T7 0 3 
L133 © 8 
Stipend, ge, - 8 
| | | | — — 8 
Robert Pringle of Clifton, - - L. 548 0 o 
Stipend, — 8 
„ 
. Robſon, his lands of Ocnamäde, - L. 210 o o 
Stipend, - - 0 8 
| : — - I95 0 o 
Ad. and M. Bells, for barony of Mouxbarrayl, 2066 13 4 
Thomas Burn of Ellisheugh, his lands thereof, L443 6 8 
Lands of Sumdoun, - - . 
Thomas Burn of Cliftoncoat, his lands thereof, ” | in 6-8 
John and George Burns in Clifton, their lands thereof, . 1447 6 8 
Gilbert Burn in Primfide, his lands there, ET Et, 106 13 4 
John Burn in Primſide, his lands there, d - 20 Oo o 
- Robert Dalglieſn in Burnhouſes, his huſband- land in Primfide, F 
Robert Davidſon in Hawthornknow, his lands in Primſide, i 1” 
William Davidſon, called Padapool, his coat-land, - 10 0 0 
John Davidſon in Weſter Foumerdean, his lands thereof, - $0 0 8 
Robert Davidſon in Eaſter Foumerdean, his lands thereof, - 40 0 © 
Sir A. Kerr, his lands in Watſhodlochſide and Foumerdean, 
_ — — — L. 333 6 8 
Stipend, - 8 0 O 
= > | 417 6 8 
Andrew Kerr of Crutchedſhaws, -his lands thereof, . - 98 o © 
Dame Iſobel Kerr, Lady Corkit, her lands in Cruickitſhaws, 
is 3 _ 0 0 0 
For 1 Graydame-houſe, and Grubit-haugh, 294 o o 
Teinds of ſaid 3 and Primſide, - - 600 o o 
555 L. i014 © © 
Stipend, | = - — 7 
5 | = — 91 6 8 
James Trotter in Wideopen, his lands of Wideopen, - 333 6 8 
Mr William Bennet, his lands in Grubit and Knowbog, L. 1200 0 0 
Lands of Morebattle, — 210 0 0 
| — 1410 O o 
William Davidſon in Morebattle, - | - on 9 0 
Andrew Edmonſton in Morebattle, ane land, 8 28 0 0 


carried forward, — L 12726 1 10 4 
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Brought forward, — L. 12726 10 4 1 
Richard Kerr in Morebattle, ane land called Wallace- land, and the Breas, 40 0 0 | | 
Andrew Kerr in Lundinlaw, his lands of Heuch-head, L. 66 13 4 1 
Stipend, e | - 3 ji 
| 64 13 4 
John Pringle, his lands of Tofts, - - 200 0 0 
William Kerr, his lands of Millrig, — 8 200 0 © il 
: James Kerr of Gatcſhaw, for Gateſhaw and mill, L. 336 o o 1 
4 For 'Town-Gateſhaw, - LM 320 O © 1 
1 For Primſide-dykes, = 8 - 336 0 oO Wo 
8 . I. 992 0 0 1 
3 Whereof to be deduced, A - $6" VS 
2 N 
8 Andrew Kerr of Deanbrae, — | KO - 183: 0-0 
A Sir W, Riddell of Whitton, - „I 160 © 60 
9 Heavyſide and mill, - - 254. © oO 
2 To the miniſter and reader, (ſum blank; but, to | 
1 make it anſwer to the neat valuation, it muſt be 80 0 o 
1 — — 1772 © 6 
= Robert Davidſon, for the teind of Heavyſide, — 36 0 o 
15 T. Kerr, for teind of Oxnamſide, — 8 
fy Stipend, - ä 
4 . | 56 0 © 
2 Total Valuation of Pariſh of Morebattle, wrong ſummed 
1 L. 16199 : 19s. ſhould be i - L. 16199 3 8 
I VALUATION of Morebalile Pariſh 1678, afſumed as the Text. 
8 Ant, 265. Zar! of Roxburgh, - - — L. 2790 © 0 g | 
The Earl's valuation in 1643, was - L. 4194 7 © 6 
b ps 


But before 1678 the Family had ſold 
Halterburn and the Cove, „„ 1166 I7 4 


Teinds of Morebattle, - 333 06 8 
Primſide-mill, 8 „ 
8 5 — 19c3- 6 8 


Remains, L. 2441 0 4 
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Which is leſs than the valuation 1678 by L. 348 19 8 

But whether the Family acquired any thing betwixt 1643 and 1678 os | o 
does not appear. If they did not, this article muſt be held a re- | 
valuation, and to comprehend Morehaugh, Sourhope, and Kelfo- 


cleugh, Teinds of More, Lands in Primſide, and Teinds of Weſtſide 
of Clifton. 


Cumulo valuation, disjoined thus: - L. 2790 0 0 
Teinds of {old to Sir Jo. Bennet, (now Niſbet —_ 
of Dirleton), — - L236 0 9 


Teinds of Crookedſhaws, afterwards con- 
founded with the valuation of the lands 


(now D. of Roxburgh), - £23 0:0 
Teinds of Belford, (Fra. James Scott, Eſq.) 233 6 8 
Teinds of Wideopen, (Robert Bell, 26 o © x 
Ditto of Primſide-dykes, (J. Davidſon, Eſq.) 18 o © 
Carried over, — L.332 6 G1}. 2790 o ol. 2790 0 0 | 


( 92) 
Brought over, — L.332 6 8|L.2790 0 ojfL.2799 0 


Teinds of Woodſide, L. 20; of which one 
half now belongs to the (D. of Roxburgh) 10 
And the other half to {Pringle of Clifron) 10 
Teinds of Otterbura (Gilb. Elliot, Eſq;) 40 
Ditto of Gateſhaw (William Kerr, Eſq;) 24 
Ditto of Weſtſide of Clifton (J. Pringle, Eſq.) 180 
Remains for Morchaugh, Sourhope, and 
Kelſo-cleugh, Teinds of More, and Lands 
in Primſide, . 2193 13 4 
— —— 2790 Oe 
The teind of the Weſt Side of Clifton being exactly disjoined at 
its old valuation in 1643, looks as if this article had not been a 
revaluation. But, on the other hand, if it had not been a re- 
valuation, and contained many teinds which were not rated to 
the Family of Roxburgh in 1643, it was improper to disjoin 
all theſe teinds, becauſe they amount to a great deal more than 
the whole valuation of the teinds which the Family was ori- 
ginally rated for. 
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ART. 266. Sir William Bennet of Grulit, 1 — - 1894 © © 
This muſt contain more than the lands which belonged to Mr 
William Bennet in 1643 ; but what theſe are, does not appear. 
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74 8 It muſt therefore in the mean time be held as a revaluation, 
3 and conſequently a cumuls article. 
24 Now belongs to Niſbet of Dirleton. 
* 3 
4 9 
267. Sir bn Ridd:ll of that ilt, — - - 1634 0 © 
| This feems to be a revaluation of Whitton and Heavylde. Now 
J Sir John Riddell. 
9 268. Sir Alexander Don, for Attonburn, e — 1366 13 4 
i" In 1643 called Halterburn and the Cove, and rated at this ſum 
+ 
48 to the Family of Roxburgh ; and now again belongs to that 
{8 Family. 
bw: 
* 1 
+ 8 
288 
1 269. Robert Pringle of Cliflon, ©” 5 158 772 © 0 
1 This ſeems to comprehend James Pringle of Clifton, Robert 
Rt Pringle of Clifton, and the Laird of Loch-Tower's lands in 
oh Clifton in 1643. Their valuations amounted together to L. 780 
1 6s. 8d. But as it cannot be ſaid with certainty that it com- 
1 prehends theſe very lands, it ſhall in the mean time be reckoned 
1 a revaluation. 
1 Now belongs to John Pringle of Clifton, but was confounded in 
ml 1743 with Articles 285 and 286. 
4 | [| 270. The Lands of Belford, 3 - - ' 1290 6 68 
1 Cannot be traced in 1643, but ſeems to be a part of what was 
8 then called the Barony of Mouxbarrayl. Now belongs to Francis 
14 James Scott, Eſq; of Belford. 
+ — e 
bi | Carried forward, — L. 9747 Oe 
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FART. 271. Francis Scott of Mangertoun, for Calrouſt, - : 


Cannot be traced in 1643. Now belongs to the Society for pro- 
pagating Chriſtian Knowledge. 


272. John Kerr of Frogden, for Ellie's-haugli and Swindein, — 
Theſe lands formerly rated at L. 643: 6: 8. This article muſt 


therefore be 2 revaluation, and a cu ſum. Duke of Rox- 
burgh. 


— 


273. Themas More of Otterburn, EL 4 : 


This muſt alſo be conſidered as a revaluation; his lands and teinds 
in 1 1643 having heen rated at L. 473:0: 8. 


Dis;oined thus : 
Teinds of Wnitton, (Sir John Riddell) L. 113 0 0 
Templehall, (James Hope) — 09. ©: 0 
Otterburn, (Gilbert Elliot, Eſa; ) = 224 193- 4 
| — — 208 4 


Brought forward, — L. 9747 


. 
n 


N. B. A former miſtake falls here to be corrected. The difoute 
between Moir of Otterburn and the Family of Riddell relative 


dell's article of valuation in Hownam parith, (See Art. 39. p.25.) 
but it clearly applies to Sir John's teinds in this pariſh. 

It ſeems only neceſſary to add here, that the Commiſſioners ſeem 
to have done right in refuſing Otterburn's petition, there ſpoken 
of; decauſe it was founded upon this circumſtance, that the lands 
of Whitton were valued at L. 200 in 1643; but the whole ar- 
ticle was certainly revalued before 1678, and conſequently the 
evidence ariſing from the Book 1643 amounts to nothing, ſo far 
as regards this article, 


. — ** 


© 


i] 274. The Lands of Corbethouſe and Grayftonehouſe, 9 — 

8 This is probably what in 1643 was called Graydamehouſe and 
Grubithaugh, and then valued at L. 294. At any rate, it muſt 

: be conſidered as a revaluation—Digjoined thus: L. 257 6 8 

- Grayſtonehouſe (Niſbet of Dirleton) L.131 6 8 


Corbethouſe (Kerr of Gateſhaw) - 126 9 0 | 
— 2:67 0 8 


— 


275. Sir Wilham Kerr of Grenhead, | - > 


Lands of Watſhodlochſide and Foumerdean, valued as in 1643. 
Kerr of Hoſelaw. 


276. Alexander Trotter, for Weidhop, - — 7 
In 1643 called Wideopen, and then valued at this very lum. Be- 
longs to Robert Bell. 
277. Gateſhaw, for _ teind of Morebattle, - 5 


Belonged to Earl of Roxburgh in 1643, and rated at this ſum 


under the name of Morebattle Tofts, Miln- rig, and Otterburn. 


So it ſeems to be a miſtake to call it the Teind of Morebattle. 


to the teinds of Whitton, is taken notice of under Sir John Rid- 


876 6 8 
698 o 

406 13 4 
„ 68 
235 & | 
333 0 8 
333 6 8 
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Brought over, — L. 12977 6 8 


Disjoined thus: — L. 333 6 8 
Niſbet of Dirleton's part, L. 210 18 3 
Duke of Roxburgh's part, - 122 8 75 
mono eee, 
ART. 278. Place Gateſhaw, . - - — 200 0 0 
279. Town Gateſhaw, and the mill, 5 — - 466 13 4 
In 1643, Place Gateſhaw and mill were rated | 
> mM - — L. 336 o O 
Town Gateſhaw, at WEoIL © © 
— 656 o 6 


And theſe were ſubject to a proportional ſhare of Kerr of Gate- 
ſhaw's deductions : So this valuation in 1678 muſt be held a 
revaluation. 

By the operation upon Blackhill's valuation in 1724, (See Article 
10.) the valuation of theſe two articles were confounded, and 
reduced, upon the mere requeſt of a private party, to L. 534 
16s. 8d. But that rectification, as it has been improperly called, 
having been already reprobated in another _ of this work, it 
cannot here be attended to. 


200. Willen Des e for Frimfidadikes, : 1 2 
For Deanbrae, - 168 0 o 


374 6 8 
Primſidedikes is revalued, and Deanbrae ſtands as in 1643. In 


170), and fince, they have been ſtated in cumulo. They belong 
to John Davidſon, Oy 


2 8 


281. Mr ohn Scott in Primſide-mill, . 4 : 53 6 8 


In 1643, this was valued in cumulo with the Earl of Roxburgh's 
lands in Primſide. It now again belongs to the — of Rox- 
burgh. 


„ K 8 — 
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282. Mark Kerr's land in Clifton, - - - 231 © $ 


This muſt comprehend other lands than thoſe which were rated 
to Mark Kerr in 1643 at L. 93:6: 8; but what it does contain 
elſe, does not appear. 

Now belongs to Duke of Roxburgh ; but in 1743, was 3 
ed with Articles 283 and 284. 


283. John Kerr, for Hairwalls land, _ - 50 18 O 
Cannot be traced in 1643. Belongs to Duke of Roxburgh; but 
was confounded in 1743 with Articles 282 and 284. 


284. John Kerr, for Feltorſhaws, — I. 94 o o 


This is evidently a miſtake ; its valuation in 1643 having been 94 10 0 
Now belongs to Duke of Roxburgh; but was confounded in 1743 
with Articles 282 and 6 253. 


Carried forward, — L. 14448 8 0 


* 
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Brought forward, — L. 14448 8 o 


AR r. 285, John Pringle of Aikhop, — _ » 
Cannot be traced in 1643. Confounded in 1743 with Articles 


269 and 286, John Pringle of Clifton. 


286, PVilliam Young of Myres, * — - 
As in 1643. Alſo belongs to Clifton; but was confounded in 1743 
with Articles 269 and 285. 


287. Alexander Don of Woodfide, - e 


In 1643, the valuation of this article is ſtated in the money column 
L. 105, inſtead of L. 102: 6: 8; and here the blunder is in- 
creaſed, inſtead of being rectitied, . - 

This article afterwards belonged to A. Hepburn, who having pur- 
chaſed the teinds, which were disjoined at I. 20, the whole 
was thrown together, and divided into two equal parts between 
the different halfs of the lands; the one now belonging to the 
Duke of Roxburgh. and the other to Pringle of Clifton ; but 
the lands and teinds ſhould be kept ſeparate. The teinds have 
already been noticed (Vide Article 265.) and the lands ſhould be 


ſtated thus : 


Half of Woodſide, (D. Roxburgh) Li 2 4 
Half of ditto, (Clifton) - $5 9-4 


288. Oxnamſide, with the teind thereof, - - 


This is exactly the amount of the valuation of theſe lands and 
teinds in 1643; but they ought to have been ſtated ſeparately, 


The lands at - L. 195 © o 
And the teinds at - $9 0 o 
| | — — 251 o o 
In 170), erroneouſly ſtated thus: REN 
Oxnamſide, . 8 L. 200 0 © 
Teinds, © . <4 - + 0 4 
— 21 0 


I 


In 1743, the teins are rated to the Duke of Roxburgh bs + . 


with his other articles, and the lands ſeparately at L. 209. But 
the proper way is to ftate both ſeparately as they ſtood in 1643, 
as it is evident that no revaluation has taken place. 

They ſtill belong to the Duke of Roxburgh. 


289. Mr William Kerr, for the teinds of Grubit and Primfide, =» 


"Sw. is for a part of the teinds which belonged to Lady Corkit 


in 1643; but it does not appear what became of the reſt, 


though it is more than probable that the remainder were ac- 
quired by the Family of Roxburgh, as they had certainly more 
teinds in 1678 than in 1643. 
Disjoined thus: 
Teinds of Grubit, Niſbet of Dirleton) L. 180 o 0 
Teinds of Primſide, (Duke of Roxburgh) 286 12 4 
— 466 13 4 


9 0 


1020 0 


302 6 $2 


251 00 0 


466 13 4 


- 


A— 


* — 


Carried over, — L. 15420 8 0 
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Brought over, — L. 154 20 
196 0 


Ak r. 290. William Kerr , Crookeaſhaws, 
This appears to be Andrew Kerr and Lady Corket's lands of 


Crutchedſhaws or Cruikitſhaws, conjoined and revalued 
Belongs to Duke of Roxburgh ; but has been confounded with 


the teinds valued at I. $2. 


Sir Alexander Don, for half of Cliftoncoat, 183 
| — 183 


291. 
292. John Burn, for the other half of Cliftoncoat, 
Theſe ſeem to comprehend the lands which belonged to Thomas, 


John, and George Burns, in 1643, revalued. 
In 1743, one of theſe articles is confounded in what is called the 
Duke of Roxburgh's old valuation, and the other ſtated ſepar ately 


to his * They are ſtill in that Family. 


O Q 


| 80 o 


293. William Davidſon, for Foumerdean, - 8 
In 1643, Eaſter and Weſter Foumerdean are ſtated ſeparately at 
In 1727, they are called Fumbleron. They belong 


L. 40 each. 
to the Duke of Roxburgh, but ſhould ſtill be ſtated ſeparately 


1 | 
294. * Kerr, for the Heugh-head in . „ n 0 0 
Wrong ; ſhould be as in 1643, - „ 
In 1743 confounded with Duke of Roxburgh's valuation, to whom 


it ſtill belongs. 


„ 


36 .© 


4. 
_» 


295. Henry Davidſen, for teinds of Heavyſide, 
In the late draught 


As in 1643. Now Sir John Riddel of Riddell 
of a Valuation-Book, it is firſt ſtated among the Duke of Rox- 


burgh's articles of valuation, to whom theſe teinds once be- 
longed, and afterwards deduced, which ſeems to be a very need- 


* 


leſs operation. 


L. 48 o o 


296. Robert Dalgleify land in Primſide, 
Wrong; ſhould be as in 1643, - - 


en to Duke of Roxburgh. 
8 Valuation of Morebattle Pariſh, - — L. 16212 1 


48 6 $ 


X A 


f 16213 11 


The Valuation per Book 1678, is 
13 


Difference between Valuation 1678 and this Analyſis, 


| Accounted for thus : 
Overſtated in 1678 upon Article 287, - L.3 o. 0 
L. o 10 0 


Underſtated on Article 284, 
294, 1 D 13 4 
296, 0 6 8 


1 10 © 
Remains, ——— L. 1 10 „ 


PARISH 


1 


PARISH os MEL ROSE, 


According to Valuation- Book 1643. 


Fan, of HADINTON, for Drygrange, * and T. L. 666 13 


4 
For Sorralefsfield, St and F. 366 13 4 
For Cleckmae and Kedfliedoors, St. and T. - 400 0 0 
For Drybraik and Houſebyre, St. and F. 433 9 
For Mairbank, Cairtleys, Sackencroft, Newfurdhaugh, 
and Marflie, St. and T. - 400 0 o 
For Danzieltoun and teinds, 5 - 709 6 8 
For Priorwood, - - 237 0 8 
For Old Melroſe, St. and T. - - 333 6 8 
For mills of Melroſe and Newſtead, - 600 0 o 
Feu- duty of Moſshouſes, 5 — 26 13 4 
Ditto of Blainſlie, - - 47 16-4 
Tack-duty of Blainflie and Langſhaw, - 76 13 4 
F-u and tack-duty of Phreipwood and Newhouſes, $7 0-8 
Feu and tack-duty of Colmſliehill, - co 11 
Feu and tack-duty of Allanſhaws, Colmſlie, Weſt fide of 
Houſebyre, and Weſter Langlie, - 75 7 6 
Feu and tack-duty of Eaſter Langlie, — 13 13 
Feu and tack-duty of Calf hill, nen and Nor- 
man's park, - 20. © 0 
Feu and tack-duty of Whitlic, Whitlie-dykes, and 
Halkburn, - - 2 9 © 
Feu and tack-duty of Williamlaw, - 12-2 4 
Feu and tack-duty of Buccame, = tz 6 28 
Feu- duty of Appletreeleaves and Lon TRY - 33 0 0 
Tack. duty of Parſonage Teinds thereof, wy 68 
Feu-duty of Salrahaugh, — - 1.0. 0 
Feu-duty of Gatonſide and Weſthouſes, - 1404 13 4 
Feu duty of the Wairds and Acres of Melroſe, 40 0 O 
Feu- duty of Little Fardel and Precin& of Melroſe, 100 0 0 
Coat- mails of Darnick and Bridgend, - 31 6 8 
Feu and tack-duty of Monsford, - $1 0 4 
Feu and tack-duty of Eitdon, - 400 0 o 
Feu- duty of Newton, 466 13 4 
Teinds parſonage and TOR oy the North fide of 
Newton, - 8 o o 
Rental Maills and Teinde of 8 - 120 0 0 
Feu- farms of Melroſe- Annay, Buickleſs, and Bower's-brae, 786 0 0 
Farm of Darnick and Bridgend, x** xj bolls 1 firlot 
bear at 61. wrong calculated L. 1267, ſhould be 1267 10 © 


Farm-wheat of Darnick, iij bolls ij firlots j peck, at 81, 30 10 0 


Wrong added L. + 9400: 4 : 10, ſhould be L. 9410 14 10 


Feu-duty, L. 1249 13 10 
Stipend, | - $209 0 0 
To the Reader, - - 2 68 
— a es 
Wrong deduced L. 7483 : I7:10, ſhould be ok 
Fewars of Newton, 4 
Lord Cardroſs. for Teind of South fide of Newton, - 
Fewars of Eildon, - - - « 


B b Carried over, — IL. 3427 
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Brought over, — L. 8427 


* 


14 4 
Fewars of Newſtead, — - - - 6420 O 
of Gatonſide and Weſthouſes, - - „ 0 © 
of Darnick, - = = 5220 0 
of Bridgend, - - - 89 5 © 
of Melroſe, Te. - re 
Lord Elibank, for Colmflie mill 1 . St. 
and T. - — „ 
For Langſhaw-mill, - 256 0 o 
For Moſshouſes, St. and T. - 400 0 0 
For the three Blainflies and Braidwoodſhiel, 516 o o 
—— IL. 2124 15 o 
Stipend, - 170 13 4 | 
| — 1049 1 .06 
James Pringle of Buccame, - L. 796 6 8 | 
Stipend, - h 4 
VVV 
John Pringle of Williamlaw and teinds, . | 
Stipend, . — yr 0-8 
Wrong deduced L. 647 : 13 :4, ſhould be ————— 645 13 4 
Thomas Hunter, for Halkburn, Whitlie, and Whitliedykes, - 1074 If © 
Fewars of Appletreeleaves, — . 433 13 4 
of Threepwood, IG WOT. - 4 
James Cairncroſs of Ladhopemuir, - | ws. 331 13 $8 
Nicol Cairncroſs of Calf hill, St. and T. - TI. 390 10 © 
= Stipend, - e 29” $8 
| * N 
James Cairncroſs, for Allanſhaws, St. and T. 
— — L. 408 © © 
Wouplaw, St. and T. 293 6 8 
Colmſlie and mill, 824 19 2 
Newton-mill, - 112 a0 
3 - 1630 5.10 
Stipend, - 83 0 0 | 
_ „„ 
John Fither, for Weſter-Houſebyre, St. and T7. L. 662 3 4 
Stipend, — - 36 16 8 
— 625 6 8 
David Gray, for Weſter Langlie, St. and T7. Lea43-0-3 : 
Stipend, - LE Oy 
„ „„ 3 4. 
Hugh Bell, for Eaſter Langlie, „ L. 319 13 4 
Stipend, - - 22 13 4 
| OE — 297 10 o 
Fewars of Blainſlie, - „ — „„ 
Danzieltoun, - — „ 1 80 
Total Valuation of Melroſe Pariſh 1643 wrong , added L. 20849 
158. 4d. —ſhould be | - 1. oy 11 10 
VALUATION of Melroſe Pariſh 1678, aſſimed as the Text, 

AR r. 297. Earl of Hadinton, (now Duke of Buccleugh) - L. 5788 13 4 
298. Alexander Lithgow of Drygrange, (Thomas Tod, Elqz) - 533 6 8 
299. Fewwars of Old Melroſe, (Wal. Elliot, Eſq;) — = 8 
300. Fears of Cleckmae and Kedſliedoors, (John Fiſher) - $0.2 
301. Fewars of Sorosfield, (Ditto) - - — 1 

Carried forward, — L. 6482 o © 
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Brought forward, — 
Ak r. 302. Fears of Eaſter Houſebyres, (Dr Guſtavus Brown) . 
303. James Ellies in Danzieltoun, (Duke of Buccleugh) 5 
Theſe ſeven articles amount to - L. 6583 13 4 


And are all that is to be found in Valuation-Book 
1678, inſtead of the Earl of Hadinton's old va- 
luation of — 7027 14 4 


2 


Decreaſe, — L. 1044 1 © 


0 * 


They muſt conſequently be conſidered as revaluations. None of 
them have been disjoined. 


394. Ethered Makdougal of Hagburn, „ 8 
This comprehends Hagburn, Whitlie, and Whitliedykes, be- 
longing to Thomas Hunter in 1643, and then rated at L. 1074 
11s. lt muſt therefore be alſo reckoned a revaluation. 
Disjoined thus : 


Hagburn, (Thomas Waugh, Eſq;) - Jo g03 23 70 
Waitlie and Whitliedykes, (ditto) - i. 0407 00 4 
Lands ſold to Fewars of Blainflie, - 1o5 6 10 
L. 975 0 o 

305. Francis Scott of Langſhaw, | — 5 5 


Cannot be traced in 1643. No ſuch name in the Old Valuation- 
Book. Now belongs to the Honourable George Baillie of 
Jerviſwood. 


306. George Pringle of Buckam, 3 3 - 


This is a revaluation of the lands of Buckam, Williamlaw and 
Ladhopemuir, which were valued ſeparately in 1643, and 
whoſe valuations together then amounted to L.1935:0:4; 
conſequently this article is a cumulo ſum. 


It appears from the Sederunt-Books of the Commiſſioners of 
Supply, that, upon 6th June 1727, Rutherford of Fairnielee gave 
in a petition for a disjunction of theſe three farms, which was 
approved of in terminis. But neither does the petition and judge- 
ment appear, nor is any abſtract of it recorded in the Sederunt- 
Book. Indeed the loſs of the evidence of this disjunction, 
which ſeems to have been moſt irregularly made, upon the 


L. 64820 0 
1 
48 6 8 


975 0 0 
1660 oO 0 
2015 © © 


mere requeſt of the party, and without any proof, need not be 


regretted. The disjunction ſeems never to have been regarded; 
for it is not noticed in the Valuation-Book 1743, and the fum 
of the article was lately held as a cumulo ſum, and 


Disjoined thus: 
erkenn; (J. Pringle, Elq; Torwoodlee) L. 1084 7 8. 


Williamlaw, (Ditto) - 589 13 Fr 
Ladbopemuir, (Ditto) - 340 18 oF « | 
— L. 2015 0 o 


Carried Over, — L. 11233 13 1 
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Brought over, — L. 11233 13 


ART. 307. Mr James Deas, for Craickford, - EL, „ $9. 0.0. 
Unleſs theſe are the lands rated to the Earl of Hadinton by the 


name of Craigsfurd in 1643, they are not to be found in the 
Old Book. But, upon that idea, the Earls article, which only 


amounted to L. 120, muſt alſo have comprehended 


308. Fequars of Craickford, - - - 86 o o 
which is ſcarce poſſible to be believed. But however that may 
be, theſe two articles muſt be conſidered as cu mulo articles. 


Art. 307. belongs to Francis Home, Eſq; of Coldingknows. 
Art. 308. to the Feuars of Craigsford. 


—_—_— 


309. Gatonſide, ö . - 5 480 0 © 
310. Blindlie, for Weſthouſes, - „ 213 0 8 
In 1643 theſe two articles were rated in cumulo at L. 600, conſe- | 
quently they muſt have been revalued. 
Article 30g. disjoined thus :—Cumuylo, [ 0 0 
James Boſton's lands, - M it 2 
John Dickſon's lands, - 33 2 
| James Marr's lands, (now Thomas Tod, Fo 
| Eſq; of Drygrange) |» 40 18 71 
Thomas Boſtenburn's lands, (Ditto) 27 14 6 
8 of Gattenſide, « - 308 16 6 
| | — - 480 0 © 
Article 3 10. belongs to Hugh Scott of Gala, Eſq. 
+ „5 


311. Ned. - - - 
In 1643 valued at L. 642. It is therefore either L. 100 wrong, 

or a revaluation : But as there are no circumſtances of wrong 
calculation, &c. from which an error can be preſumed, it muſt 


be held to be a revaluation.—Disjoined thus: 
Six and a half huſband-lands, (now be- 


longing to Miſs Hunter) 1 L. 175 7 rs 
Three huſband-lands, (Thomas Tod) Bo 10 © 
1 Once and a half huſband-· lands and one 
1 acre, (John Mein) — 44 50 
1 | Remaining cumulo, (Fewars of Newſtead) 441-17: 4& 
— — 1.742 0 © 
312. Newton, = - — 0 
313. Lord Cardroſs, - - - - 200 0 © 
This laſt article is the teinds of Newton; both the lands and | 4 


teinds being valued as in 1643. 
The teinds having been acquired by the Fewars, the whole was 


thenceforward ſtated in cumulo, and disjoined thus: L. 560 o o 
Four r 20 Mill of Faldonſide) 
Lc 6 86 
Two Md a half Bufband-kandz, (Hay of 
Hay field) - 70 0 o 


Remainipg cumulo, (Fewars of Newtoun) 354 13 4 
5 560 0 00 


Carried forward, — L. 13494 © © 


( xor ) 


* Brought forward, — L. 1 3494 0 0 . 
But the lands and teinds ſhould have been ſeparately disjoined thus: 
Mr Mill's lands, L. 87 0 o 
| Teinds, — 48 6 8 5 
— L. 135 6 8 
Mr Hay's lands, - L. 45 o o 
Teinds, 3 8 
* — 70 o o 
Fewars of Newtoun, L. 228 o 0 
Teinds, 126 13 4 
, 
L. 560 © o 
lar. 314. Eildon, 5 w ” - 2460 :S © 


As in 1643. Still undivided, W to hs Fewars. 


316. Darnick, 12 - - 3 5220 © 
As in 1643. Undivided. Belongs to the Fewars. 


317. Bridgend, - * 5 = W 7 
As in 1643. Undivided. Fewars. : | | 

318. Melroſe, = 4 | 8 | a 426 0 Fe 
As in 1643. Disjoined as follows: [. 426 o o 


One acre in Quarryhill, (D. Buccleugh) L. 3 1 o 
Five acres in Annay, (William Riddell of 

Camieſton) - L. 10 17 9 
One acre ward, (Ditto) - 3 1 0 


- 13 18 9 
Eleven acres Annay, (Miſs Hunter) 
_ — L. 23 18 11 


Eleven acres ward and hill, 
Ditto) 2 8 33 10 9 


57 9 8 
Remaining cumulo, (Fe wars) - "361 10. 9 
— — 426 0 o 
319. Appletreeleaves, - = WE 433 3 4 
As in 1643. Disjoined thus: 
Eaſter - third, (James Blaickie) L. 144 11 1 
One ſixth part of Middle-third, (Ditto) 24 1 106 
One twelfth part of Weſter· third, (Ditto) 12 O 172 
— —— L. 180 1 3 lore 
Five-ſixths of Middle-third, e and John 
Darlings, © 120 9 3re 
Eleven-twelfths of Weſter-third, J 266d Darling) | 7 132 10 rs 
L. 433 13 4 


eee. 


C 5 | | 5 Carried over, — L. 15264 18 4 
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Brought e over, — L.15204 18 4 


Ax r. 320. Threipwood and Newbouſe, 9 3 - - 
As in 1643. Disjoined thus: 
Newhouſe or e (now belonging to William 
Romanes) - L. go 1 3 4 
Five-ſevenths of Thedpwodd, called Eaſter 


Threipwood, (W. Moffat of Threipwood) 194 5 10 
The remaining two ſevenths of Threipwood, 


called Weſter Threipwood, (Ditto) . 
| I — 1 
221. Calf bill, "+ dy : 
As in 1643. J. Borthwick, Eſq; of Crookſton. 
322. — and 1 theresf, = or een een 


This comprehends Newton-mill alſo; rated thus in 1643, viz. 
Colmſlie and mill, per "Valuation-Book 1643, 

— — — L. 824 19 2 

Newtoh- mill, 3 i. | 2113 0 © 


936 19 2 
In the Old Valuation-Book, theſe two parcels, together 
< with Allanſhaws and Wouplaw, are all ſtated ſepa- 


rately to James .Cairncroſs ; and there is deducted 


From the groſs valuation of the whole, of FSG . 83 o o 


Rema'ns as before, L. 853 19 2 


—— —___ 


— ÞJl 


This, therefore, is no revaluation, and 8 not a cumulo 


article, Allanſhaws and Wouplaw (Articles 323 and 324) being 
valued at their old groſs vaivations. But if any part of the 
L. 83 of ſtipend was payable out of Allanſhaws and Wouplaw, 


or either of them, this ſtatement in 1678 is wrong, as each par- 


cel ought to have been allowed its ſhare of the ſtipend. 


But letting this matter reſt for the preſent, this article was conſi- 
dered as a cumulo ſum, and disjoined thus: 


South Colmſlie and mill, L. 426 19 7 
North Colmſlie and mill, - ;; 2010 7 
0 e 
But this disjunction is evidently wrong, as the ſum aſſumed as a 
cumulo was not ſuch. | | 
323. Allanſhawvs, - : L b 
324. Woupla au, =” ” 8 4 


Theſe are exactly the old groſs valuations of theſe two articles, 
allowing them the benefit of no part of the old ſtipend. But 
as a part of the ſtipend muſt be preſumed to have been payable 
out of theſe lands, as well as Colmſlie, &c. it is ſubmitted if it 
would not be proper to allow to each of the original parcels their 
proportional ſhare of the ſtipend ; and without noticing the 
di-junCQtion of North and South Colmflie, which is ex facie null, 
to ſtate the whole thus: | 

Colmſlic and mill, (Gilbert Innes, Eſq; of Stow) L. 782 19 2 
Newton mill, (Ditto) | - 106 6 o 


Allanſhaws, {Jo. Borthwick of Crookſton) 7, A136... 


Wovplaw, (John Murray of Wouplaw) = 278 8 oO 


—— 


Sum as in 1643, — L. 1547 5 10 


FREE. 


363 3 4 


853 19 2 


400 oO o 
293 6 8 


Carried forward, — L. 17483 o 10 


103) 
Brought forward, 


ART» 329. Wefterhouſtbyrer, = ; _ mY 
As in 1643. Mrs Dickſon. 


326. Weſter Langlie, mr - 
As in 1643. — Dun baker in Selkirk. 


327. Eafter Langlie, | 2 | - e — 297 10 © 


As in 1643. Gilbert Lawrie, Eſq. ! 4 
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328. Blaigſſie, 2 * . 5 1306 3 8 if 
. 0 mp : " 25 

Revalued. Fewars of Blainſlie. | F [ 
5 1 Fl 
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329. Earl of Hadinton, for Danziclton, - . 72 0 
As in 1643. Duke of Buccleugh. os = 
Total Valuation of Melroſe Par ſh as in . — L 20185 4 6 
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PARISH « OF MAXTOUN, 
According to Valuation-Book I 64 . 


EarL of TRAQUAIR, for Rutherford and Waris 
houſe, St. and T. and his lands _ the Town of 


Maxtoun, . L. 3333 6 90 
Item, Four chalders victual, half meal half 
bear, at L. 8 the meal, and L. 6 the 
bear, - - 448 © 0 
5 — — 37% 6 
Deduce 2 chalders victual to the miniſter, 224 0 0 


Earl of Roxburgh, his thirteen huſb ind. lands in Maxtoun. 306 © © 
Lord Cardroſs, for his teinds of the {aid lands, which is payed by the | 
miniſter at Maxtoun, (blank) 
It is not eaſy ſaying what is the exact meaning of this entry ; but 
if the words * by the miniſter,” are a miſtake for * 79 the mi- 
© niſter,” the meaning is plain, that the teins of the Earl of 
Roxburgh's lands belonged to Lord Cardroſs, bur were ex- 
hauſted by the ſtipend. 
Andrew Kerr of l ittledean, for his lands of ! nlodenn and Plewa- | 
land, St. and T. and huſband-lands in Maxtoun, 1333 6 8 
John Haliburton of Muichouſclaw and teinds, and an buſband · land 
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Total Valuation of Maxtoun Parith 1643, — 1. 5930 © 
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VALUATION > din Pariſh 1678, e the Text. 


Ax r. 330. Sir Francis Scott of Thirleftain, for Rutherford. 
| Revalued. Sir Alexander Don of Newton, Bart. 
331. John Haliburton of M ainhouſelaw, - 8 
As in 1643, but wrong named. Haliburton, Eſq. 
23% Lad of Littledean, - . - 
Revalued ſince 1643. Disjoined thus: e 
Farm of Maxtoun, Morridgehall, Craig, 
and Fiſhings, - L. 659 18 1 
Farm of Littledean, - 659 '9 10 
Dean's-hall, with an incloſure, and a | 
hou and part of a yeard in Maxtoun, 280 3 
: . — 1600 o „ 
Theſe belong to Walter Kerr, Eſq; of Littledean. - 
I | | 
333. Sir Alexander Don in Maxtoun, _” — 
334. Walter Turnbull in Maxtoun, - - 8 
Theſe two articles amount to f L. 406 o o 
And ſeem to ſtand for the Earl of Roxburgh's "Co: 
valuation of - - 306 o o 


5— — 


— 


They muſt be conſidered therefore as revaluations, as there are 
no circumſtances from which a miſtake can be preſumed, except 
the ſimilarity of the two ſums, which however is a pretty ſtrong 
preſumption. 


Article 333, disjoined thus: . L. 391 0 o 
Duke of Roxburgh's half, L. 195 10 0 | 
Ditto, for part of Torwood- 


1. 2651 Oo 0 


733 6 8 


1600 © 6 


lee's half, - 47 0 o 
242 10 0 
Mr Pringle of Torwoodlee, for the re- 
is - - i £ 
m—_ a 0-0 
Article 334 belongs to Torwoodlee. 
335. Earl of Hadinton, = - — - 100 0 0 
Unleſs this is for Lord Cardroſs's teinds of lands in 1 
this article is not in the Old Book. It ſeems either to be for 
teinds or feu-duties of lands in Maxtoun, but it does not ap- 
pear which. 
Now belongs to Duke of Buccleugh. 


Total Valuation of Maxtoun Pariſh as in 1678, — IL. 5490 6 8 


a 
— 


PARISH 


ART. 


( ws ) 


PARISH or LESSUDDEN, 


According to Valuation-Book 1643. 


Ear of HADINTON, for Camiſton, - 248 © © 
Deduce teind-duty paid Lord Cardroſs, 28 0 0 
_ . L. 230 9 8 
Karl of Hadinton, for his feu- duties, - 102 3 6 
This is wrong added, for they amount to - 102 3 10 
Sir William Scott of Harden, for Ellieſton, 60 bolls 
half meal half bear, L. 8 the meal, and L. 6 the 
bear, L. 421.— Wrong, ſhould be L. 420 0 0 
Item, of ſilver-duty, - 400 0 O 
— — 820 © © 
Feu-duty to Earl of Hadinton, 38 00 
| _ a 781 10 © 
Lord Cardroſs, for teinds of Ellieſton, L. 84 o o | 
For A“ Duncanſon's teinds in Maxpople, 8 o o 
For teinds of Templelands, — 10 0 9 
For teinds of Leſſudden, - cet £0 
5 — 654 0 
Stipend, . L. 378 0 0 
Annuity to his Majeſty, . 28 9 6 
Contribution money to the Lords of Seſſion, 29 4 o 
Wrong added L. 445 : 13: 6, ſhould be ———— 438 13 6 
Conſequently wrong deduced L. 208: 11 :6, thould be — — 218 11 
Nicol Cairncroſs, his lands in Maxpople, - 168 0 0 
Andrew Duncanſon, his lands there, - L. 58 o oO | 
Teind-duty to Lord Cardroſs UL. 8 o o 
Feu-duty to Lord Hadinton, 1 
Ee 1 
— — 42 14 8 
Patrick Riddell, his lands of St Boſwells, and — — 138.0 © 
Andrew Kerr, for Kirkland, - - "Aw 240 0 0 
Earl of Roxburgh, for Templelands, - - 120 0 © 
Fewars of Leſſudden, - Je 8 
Feu-duty to Earl of „ . & 8 6 
mY — — 2773 11 5 
Total Valuation LIT Pariſh, wrong ſummed in Old Book : 
L. 4199: 11: 2, ſhould be - - L. 4208 11 6 
VALUATION of Laſdden Pariſh 1678, aſſumed as the Text. 
ART- 336. Cuſtoms of the Fair of Lifidden, : - — L. 133 6 8 
337. Fewars of Leſſudden, — 1201 11 6 
338. Walter Scott of Raeburn, — - 558 o o 
339. James Erſkine of Sheilfield, « - - 238 0 o 
Theſe four articles amount to „„ 2x00 18 2 
And ſeem to comprehend what in 1643 was ſtated to - 
the Fewars at. . TT 11 6 
( 75 : Meath ul aadith 6094 wag 
N Increaſe, — L. 7 6 8 
D d _ Carried over, — IL. 2180 18 2 
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Brought over, — 


The ſmallneſs of this increaſe makes it more probable that it is 
owing to a blunder than a revaluation ; but it does not appear 
where the blunder lies, ſo they muſt be taken as they are. 

Article 236 belongs to the Duke of Bueccleugh. 


Article 338 disjoined thus: L. 558 © o 
Six huſband- lands, e ge Brown, Eſq; of Ellieſton) 
— — 5. 72 0 ©; 
Three bülbend. lands, (W. Scott, Eſq; of 
Raeburn) — 1860 0 o | 
— 5888 0 © 
Article 337, 3 L. 1201 13 6 
Article 339, - 3 8 | 
Aſſumed as a cumulo article of - 1489 11 6 


And disjoined thus: 
Three quarters of a huſband-land, formerly C. Wil- 


kieſon's, (Ellicſton) - L. 50 15 6 
Three huſband-lands and a half called 
Mainhill, (Ditto) 236 19 7 
Two huſband-lands and a half, (Mit 
Hunter) 8 
One - ſixth of a hatbank - os (Mr | 
Gillon) - 11 5 872 
One huſband-land and a half, ( Mr 
Thomſon of Laretburn) 101 11 317 
One huſband - land 3 
Hunter ſmith) 84 12 8 
Five- ſixths of a huſband- land, Gebe Mein 
ſurgeon) 56 8 Fer 
One huſband- land 5 a-half, (James | 
Cochrane) 101 11 3 
Three quarters of a 3 7 
(George Bryden) 50 Is 7re 
Two huſband-lands and a-half, (David - | 
Kyle /en. of Hiltonhill) -  £ © 
Three huſband-lands and a-half, David 
Kyle jun. of Fens) »! 6 ug; 19 
Undivided cumulo, (Fewars) - - 20 1 # 
— — 1489 11 6 
AR r. 340. Sir Alexander Don, for the Temple. land, 


Revalued ſince 1643. Since disjoined into two equal parts, both 
now belonging to Torwoodlee. 


341. Richard Learmonth's Heirs, - - A 
This ſeems to be a part of what was called the Temple-lands in 
1643 ; ſo it is alſo revalued, as the ſum of this article, and of 
Article 340, do not amount to their old valuation. Belongs to 
David Kyle younger of Fens. 


9 


ͤ—— 22 


342. Sir N. illiam Scott, for -Elieſton, - - L. 866 10 0, 


This ſeems to be wrong, and dt be as in 1643, 8 
Ellieſton, of Stock, - . - L. 781 10 o 
Tiends of ditto, 2 5. - ” 84 0 o 


L. 2180 18 2 


94 0 © 


3 


865 10 0 


Carried forward, — 1. 3755 8 2 


ART. 


( 107 ) 
Brought forward, — IL. 3155 8 2 


It is no doubt true, that the teinds of Ellieſton in 1643, though 
valued at L. 84 in groſs, were ſtated along with other teinds, and 
were ſubject to great deductions, of which Ellieſton ſeems to 
have been allowed no part of the benefit : But for that very 
reaſon, it is clear, that tho the lands and teinds together may 
probably be rated too high at L. 865: 10s. and certainly are ſo 
if any part of theſe deductions were payable out of the teinds of 
Ellieſton, yet it is impoſſible that their valuation can be more 
than that ſum. Therefore, when they were valued in 1678 at 
L. 866: 108. it is evidently a miſtake. As to Lord Cardroſs's 
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disjoined; and, /econd!y, The aſſumed valuation is evidently at 5 "3 
leaſt L. 1 too high. | | 1 


teinds, there is a confuſion, which is not an eaſy matter to bring | | q 

to rights: But thus far it cannot be wrong to rectify this article. 1 

3 . | : Eon 1. 

| Disjoined thus in 1780: L. 866 10 o WH 
Heavyſide, Parkend, How-park, Broom-park, and 1 J 
White Cairnlees, - - $4230 9.3 1 
Clover-park, Whinfield, Northfields- 1 
houſe, Canal-park, and Green Plant— 4 
ations, and grounds in the proprie- 11 
+; J 

tor's poſſeſſion, 030 ;-0: 9-- - 4.3 
— 866 10 0 14 

g . 7 | . 1 
This disjunction labours under two defects; i, The lands and Vs 
teinds were ſeparately valued, and ſhould have been ſeparately 1 


May be rectiſied thus: 15 4 

Heavyſide, &c. 5 1 ng 
Teinds thereof, « 22 19 8 Mt: of" 
236 4 0 14 
Clover- park, &c. - - L. $08 4 8 | | nu | 
Teinds thereof, - a 64-1 4 Wi 
— 629 6 © 17 


All belonging to George Brown of Ellieſton. L. 865 10 0 
There is a Statement at the end of the Report by the Committee 
who disjoined Ellieſton's valuation in 1780, which mentions the 
old valuation of Ellieſton to have been L. 630 {0 :9; which is 
undoubtedly a miſtake : And by a variety of blunders, founded 
upon nothing that can be diſcovered in the Sederunt-Books, 
Valuation-Books, or warrants of disjunctions, ſo far as preſerv- 
ed, increaſes Mr Brawn's valuation more than L. 600 above 
what it was ever ſtated in any Valuation-Book ; and that State- 
ment has been copied into the Draught of the Valuation-Book 


lately under conſideration. 


——_ 


ART. 343. William Cairncreſs of Calf hill, for Maxpople, = 168 o oO 
As in 1643. Belongs to James Newbigging, Eſq. 
344. Mr Andrew Duncanſom there, = - > ©7443-1048 


As in 1643. Belongs to Mrs Duncanſon. 


— co 


* * 
. y . 


—_ 


345. Patrick Rid1ell, for St Boſwells, and the mill thereof, - 258 0 0 
Revalued ſince 1643. . | 


: | — — — 


Carried over, — I. 36:4 2 10 


(108) 
Brought over, — L. 3624 2 10 


ART. 346. Laird of Littledean, for Kirklandhill, - - 240 0 0 
| As in 1643. | 
Articles 345 and 346, amounting to - L.498 o o 
were never ſtated in cumulo. In 1726, however, a 
petition was given in to have Article 345 disjoined, 
and the valuation of the ſhare which Littledean had 
then acquired, aſcertained to be L. 135: 198. z but it 
does not appear that any judgement was ever pro- 
nounced ypon the petition. Littledean afterwards 
acquired the whole of it, and in 1743 the two 


articles were ſtated ſeparately ; but fince that time, 
4 the whole valuation was disjoined as if it had been : 
4 a cumulo article, thus: | | 
C Croſsflatt, - - L. 373 14 11 
1 St Boſwells mill and mill-lands, and ſmall 
| piece of ground, - „ Hu 
F | — 408 © © 
. This disjunction is ſo very erroneous, that it certainly ought to be : 
4 rejected. | 
| 347: The Lord Cardvoft, - - L. 12471 6 
1 This ſum is wrong ; it conſiſts of 5 Ar- 
| Teinds of Andrew Duncanſon's lands, - L.8 o o | 
| of the Temple-lands, - „„ po 
4 of Leſſudden, - . „ 
i | | 5 
1 L. 570 5 0 
| 


Deduce ſtipend, &c. 435 13 6 


— 2 


ot — 134 11 6 
This error is owing to the wrong addition of the deductions in the ” 
Old Valvation- Book. 
Disjoined thus: | 
18 Teinds of Camiefton, - L. 24 0 0 
1 Teinds of lands in Maxpople which for- | 
merly belonged to Cairncroſs, now to 


Mr Newbigging, - 2 26 
| The remainder ſold to Haliburton of 
[ Muirhouſctaw, now belonging to Mr F 
i Scott of Raeburn, EG 80 9 6 88 
. — 12411 6 


This disjunction is wrong, both as to the ſum - total, and in not 
keeping the teinds of Duncanſon's lands and the Temple- lands 
ſeparate as formerly. Allowing the teinds of Ellieſton to ſtand 
at their old groſs valuation, which is the moſt they can be rated 
at, and allowing the teinds of Camieſton to ſtand at L. 24 as 

_ digjoined, the whole (allowing each of the other articles a pro- 
portional ſhare of the deductions) ſhould have ſtood thus: 


Teinds of Ellieſton, (G. Brown, Eſq;) L. 84 o o 
of Camieſton, (W. Riddell, Eſq;) 24 0 0 

of Duncanſon's lands, (Raeburn) r 12 6 

of the Temple-lands, (Ditto) - 2 o 8 

of Cairncroſss lands, (J. Newbigging) 21 7 10 


The remainder of the teinds, (Racburn) 85 0 218 11 6 
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which is exactly the old valuation. 4 IO 
5 Carried forward, — IL. 3998 14 4 
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( 99 } 

Brought forward, — L. 3998 14 4 | | 
That this propoſed Statement of theſe Teinds is perfectly right, | 1 | 
cannot be pretended ; but that it is more nearly ſo than the | =_ | 
Statement by the above disjunctions, is clear. If Ellieſton was It 1 
ſubject to any part of the deduCtions, the valuation of the teinds _ | 
of Ellieſton is too much. The Old Valuation-Book thows that 1 Y 


the teinds of Camĩeſton were valued, nor at L. 24, but at L. 26; 
and if theſe were entitled to any part of the benefit of the great 


ſum of deductions, it is ſcarce poſſible to believe that they would 4 
only be entitled to a deduction of L. 2. it 
Perhaps, therefore, it might be more equitable ſtill to make a 
calculation, allowing Ellieſton and Camieſton their proportional ll 
ſhare of the deductions: But as the teinds of Ellieſton were dif- _ 
joined before 1678, and as the warrants of the disjunction of 1 45 
the teinds of Camieſton do not appear, ſo that the data upon 11 
which theſe disjunctions were made cannot be known, it would 1 
be dangerous to meddle with them at this diſtance of time. | if 6 
In the Draught of the New Valuation-Book, Camieſton is not bt! 
rated for any ſum for Teinds, bur for L. 24 as the valuation of | 9 "4 
Lands acquired from Haliburton of Muirhoufelaw ; which muſt 4 1 
be a miſtake, as it does not appear that Camieſton has any more, | 4 4 
or Muirhouſelaw any leſs lands, than their predeceſſors have had 1 
from 1643 and downwards. | | 4 q 
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Total Valuation of Pariſh of Lefſudden, — L. 4330 18 2 


ART. 348. Earl of Hadinton, for the , ke. 103 3. 0 4 
The ſtatement of this article, ſhows how careleſsly the Valuation- =_ 9 

Book 1678 has been made up. If the Gentlemen who com- 1 

poſed it had examined the Old Book, they would have ſeen at 11 

once that it was for feu-duties; and if they had taken the trouble | j i 

to have beſtowe'l any pains in finding what theſe were, they 0 17 

would have ſeen that the particulars of this article are, 164 
8 of Ellieſton, — © L.38.10 0 4 

of Duncanſon's lands, V W 

of Leſſudden, - > 58 8 6 Wy 4 

102 3 10 Wes 

Rog wh | 

(| 

349. James Stoddart, for Camieſton, - | - 230 0 0 40 
As in 1643. William Riddell, Eſq. 10 


Sum per Vaiuation-Book 1678, - 4321 17 10 
More by the preſent Analyſis, 5 8 G70. 4 | 
| 


Accounted for thus : 
Error in adding the deduCtions from the teinds in the 


Old Book, L. 10 o o 
Ditto in adding Lord Halinion 's feu-duties, o 0 4 
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: — 10 0 4 | 
Error in adding Ellieſton and the teinds 1678, - 1 0 8 | 
— 1 


PARISH 


E e 
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11 


PARISH or BOW D E N, 


According to Valuation- Book 1643. 


Earn of ROXBURCGH, for * Fauchhill, and Huntly- 


wood, - - L 1333-0 8 
For Willburn of Bowden, " - $2 0 0 
For Mains of Clarilaw, - - 720 O o 
For Teinds thereof, - - - 280 0 0 
For Town of Clarilaw, their ſerviee, L414 0 8 

Mail of Clarilaw, - "414 0-0 | 
„ 0 


For a portion of land there, 44 bolls meal, 2+ bolls bear, 
1 boll wheat, (wrong calculated I.. 39; but indepen- 
dent of the calculation, the ſumming ſhows that 


it ſhould be) - - - 580 0 0 
For Teinds of the town and lands of Clarilaw, - v4 e 
For Feinds of Bowden, Midlem, Newhall, Kippielaw, 

Langſide, and North Prieſton, - 1029 17 6 
For the Feu- mails of Bowden, 8 a 66 13 4 

« 
L. hs 4 2 


Stipend, 5 chalders victual, tua part meal and third part 
bear, (wrong calculated L. 586, ſhould be) L. 586 13 4 
To the Laird of Greenhead, 10 bolls 5 half 


ART. 350. Earl of Roxburgh, - — L. 4121 11 0 


This is wrong, being made up as follows: 8 
| The 


firlots meal, _ - 85 o o 
_ Communion Elements, _ n 
To the Reader at Bowden, * = 6 13 4 
Wrong ſummed L. 691 : 12: 6, ſhould be — 691 13 4 
Conſequently wrong deduced L. 3913: 11:8, ſhould be — 3913 10 10 
Sir Andrew Kerr of Greenhead, - 5 be 0 © 
Fewars of Bowden, thirty-one huſband-lands, - 868 0 o 
Mark Kerr and James Hog, for Overmill of Bowden, 8 bolls, half 
meal half bear, L. 58, ſhould only be - - 0 
Fewars of Midlem, thirty- one huſband- I mage” 1085 0 0 
Gavin Elliot, for Midlem- mill, - L. 266 13 4 
North Prieſton, - - 1393 0-8 
400 0 © 
Sir Thomas Kerr of Cavers, and teinds, 5 5 0 
Robert Kerr of Newhall, for lands thereof, and mill, 1 0 0 
James Pringle of 'Torſonce, for Kippielaw, a = 16 © © 
William Douglas, for South Prieſton, - - 133 6 8 
Thomas Marr, for Langſide, — - | - 140 0 o 
Total Valuation of Bowden Ce 1643 „wrong ſummed L. 7846 
188. 4d. ſhould be | - - L. 7844 179 6 
* — 
VALUATION of Bowden Pariſh 1678, afſumed as the Text. 


MS 1 


Brought forward, — L. 412111 0 


The Farls old valuation, as in the Old Book, wrong 


ſummed, L. 3913 11 8 

Deduce Huntlywood fold before 1678, 8 0 o 
3833 11 8 

Sir Andrew Kerr's old valuation, being for victual pay- 
able out of the above lands, - 87.6 © 
Lands acquired from Fewars of Bowden, - 102 19 4 


* 


The ſum- total is therefore only — L. 40211 © 


bf Difference, — L. 100 o o 


La 


Butit will be remembered, that there was a trifling arithmetical 
blunder of 10 d. in the old valuation of the Family of Rox- 
| burgh ; and beſides, each article ſhould have been ſtated ſepa- 
rately ; ſo that the whole ſhould ſtand thus : 


Halidean and Fauch-hill, = L. 1253 6 8 
Millburn of Bowden, - 5 84 0 0 
Mains of Clarilaw, — 720 0 0 
Teinds thereof, = - 280 0 0 
Town of Clarilaw, „ $28 -6 8 
A portion of land there, - 59 0 0 
Teinds of town and lands of Clarilaw, 504 o o 
Teinds of Bowden, Midlem, Newhall, Kip- 
pielaw, Langſide, and North Prieſton, 1029 17 6 
Feu-duties of Bowden, a” 60 14 '4 
1 
Stipend, - - 1. 56 13 4 
Communion Elements, 5 T9 0 
To the Reader, - G13 4 


606 113 4 


L. ad 10 10 
Lands acquired from Fewars of Bowden, - 103, 10" 4 


So that the ſum of this article | is — L. 4021 10 2 


* 


ART. 351. 1 of Bowden, - - . - 765 o 8 
'The old valuation of the Fewars was L. 868 9 0 > 
Deduce lands belonging to the Family of 
Roxburgh, (Vide Art. 350.) - 102 19 4 
Conſequently this is not revalued. — 765 o 8 
The odd eight-pence has been omitted in all the Valuation-Books 
1 to 1225 
352. Andrew Kerr, for Kippiclaw and Over- mill of Bowden, — 348 13 4 
This muſt be a revaluation, as the old valuation of theſe two ar- 
ticles only amounts to L. 280. 
Disjoined thus: 
Over-mill of Bowden, (David Ramſay Kerr, Eſq; of 
Kippielaw) - 8 L. 58 © 0 
Kippielaw, (Ditto) 3 290 13 4 
r 
N. B. The Over-Mill of Bowden in che Old Valuation- Book, by 
a wrong calculation, is ſtated exactly at L. 58. 


Carried over, — L. 5135 4 2 
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Still valued in cumulo. 


Brought over, — IL. 5135 4 2 
ART. 353» Wilkam Elliot of Lang fide, - - * 140 0 o 
As in 1643; but ſince confounded with lands purchaſed from 
Midlem-mill, valued at L. 26: 13: 4. Belongs to Horatio Tho- 
mas M' George. 
354. Sir Thomas Kerr, for Cavers, and an quarter of land in Midlem, 837 6 8 
This is a revaluation. Disjoined thus: | 
Cavers, (Jo. Carre, Eſq;) _ L. 467 15 8 
Quarter of land in Midlem, (Rev. Mr 
William Campbell) - 79-11 0 -: 
ah 547 6 8 
355. Lands of Newhall, 44 i pf 280 o o 
As in 1643. John Carre, Efq; of Cavers. 
356. James Fillies, for Huntlywood, | - 4 4 $6 8 
S This is part of the Duke of Roxburgb's firſt article of valuation 
in 1643. Now belongs to Kerr of Kippielaw. 
357. William Douglas, for South Prieſton, - . „ 
Revalued. William Cheap, Eſq; of Prieſton. 
3 58. Robert Kerr of North Prieſlon, . 1 Py 163 13 4 
| Revalued. Belongs to William Cheap, ſg; but confounded with 
| lands purchaſed from Midlem-mill. | 
i 359. Robert Fillict, for Midlem-mill, - F 
! | Alſo revalued. ——Disjoined thus : | L. 395 16 © 
. Midlem-Greenhead, (Andrew Buchan) L. 18 o o 
1 Fowler the Piper of Midlem's lands, 8 s 
i (the Rev. Mr Ardrew Arnot) 14 0-0 
p Thorburn the Soutar of Midlem's * N 
i (William Thorburn) 1 0 
4 Midlem-mill, (Ed. Hunter of Linthill) 256 16 o 
bi Lands acquired by the proprietor of North 
iq Prieſton, and eee with that 
x article in 1707, . "3-8 
4 Lands acquired by the r of Lang- 
1 fide, and confounded therewith, - 26 13 4 
| 5 —y6 0 
1 360. Fears of Midlem, twenty-four huſband-lands and three-quarters 
5 wanting the tenth of a land, Ws - 5 


Carried forward, — IL. 7818 6 10 


( 113 ) 
Brought forward, 
ART. 361. Sir William Kerr of Greenhead, three quarters of a land in ar 


(now belongs to George aterſon) - 


302. William Riddel, for the Burlands, being one land and a-half in Mid- 


lem, (Rev. Mr William Campbell) - - 


363. Anirew Plummer of Middleſtead, three-quarters of a land in Midlem, 


(William Thorburn) 3 

Articles 360. 361. 392. and 363. amount to I. 1025: 48. and are 
all that is to be found in the Valuation-Book 1678 inſtead of 
the thirty-one huſband-lands of Midlem valued ia 1643 at 
L. 1085, unlcts perhaps the quarter of land valued in cumulo 


with Cavers Lo Art. 354% makes a part of the thirty one 


hufband-lauds 

But in fact the lands contained in theſe four articles, together with 
the quarter of land formerly belonging to Cavers, do not amount 
to thirty-one huſbaud- lands, but ouly to 282 wanting one-tenth 
of a land. | | 

Article 360 is valued a triflc lower in proportion than the three 
ſubſequent articles; but the quarter formerly belonging to 
Cavers, has been digoined at a rate above eight times more in 
proportion than any of the above articles. 
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L. 7818 


28 
56 


28 


6 16 
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Tow Vauation of Parith of Bowden, 
Valuation 1678, | — - 


Difference, 


—— SEES * n 
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Accounted for by the error in calculating the victual ſtipend payable by the Duke 
of Roxburgh in 1643, and the wrong ſtatement of his Grace's valuation in 1678. 


FARISH 


According to Valuation-Book 1643. 


Farr of LOTHIAN, for barony of Langnewton, lands of Sandie- 


ſtanes, mill of SOS e, 21 chalders 2 bulls victual, tua part 


bear and third part wheat the wheat at L. 8 the boll, and L. 6 


the bear, (wrong calculated L. 2253 10s. ſhould be) 


Teinds of the ſaid lands, 


Lat. 6.8. 


E 


2 


850 8 


oF LANGNEW TON, 


Wrong ſummed L. 3123 : 10s. ſhould be — 
Deduce ſtipend, " : 


22 


Wrong deduced L. 2533: 10: f, ſhould be 


Ba Valuation of Pariſh of Langnewton 1643, — 


F f 


_ 4 1 - 
. —— — — — 


0 — . " * — 
— — — gy 
—— vw — — — — — = = C - IT " — 
— Rf = oe 3 es — I i © — 
— . — — 8 2 SILLS 2 . * n — 3 —— * _ > Ny — = — > — 
— — 2 - rn =» 8 A * SPS 5 CH. x —— — — © S r di 
* na PD = 2 me Pl T 8 8 * "OY . >. — — — A — * = — — — = oo 
— 2 — 1 S v-, = I an: PE — N _— _— _ - —— 8 4 * 3 ag ca, = I. 
= i= e554. LEDs . = 4 _ — — - x. A oo ES ES =—_ 8 —_— * = e at . a T - 
Z 8 . * $ 2 4 . - 
—_—_ _— 3 * E 7 . 
* O 
o N 


— 2 
. TIE "+ 
. >= —— — 
. 4 
* L S * 


4 
1 
5 I. 
BT + 
| 15 
£ 
14 15 c Y 
1 
: We "wy | 
$ 38 1 
4 5 
Ws. TI 
1p! ER! 
; I” ©; 
145 $, 
; IS 4 4 
1 
938 % 
K 
nnn 
os 1 
f 1 "1 
Fig 1 
1 
1 
1 FX 
7 0 55 
1 
1 94 
1 
| *0 * 
1 
861 7 5 
| 1 
i 218! 8 
7 1 * 0 
We 
15 


— — - _ 


- 
= —añ—— 


——— + $ 5 
— — — —ů— ne 


Ma — 


Minn . ine a 0p Sends. - "0? IF — 5 1 * 2 * 


rern 77 * 
. wo 
« il kb 8 
13 3 
Soom 920 I | O01 
5 7 5 
4 . Ei 
- 14 * { 
* v 1 
8030 [4 A 
3 1 
4 Pl 
"T5 {> 
1 "51 i 
5 f 5 4s 
Io W 19 5Y 
i. = LE 
\ 4 
(LES 11 
a; ie 
—— 4 Aer 
2 — f "Ns 
n 
113 11 
— — THis. i 
3% „ 
Br (3% 
* + EW” | 
7.8 SY 
* 1 * 
1 
7 38 
oY « 
/ 2 755 
21 i: 
* 11 
8 
1 
1 LS + 17 
' og 
1 4 i 
* 4 
"\ ' 3 0 3% 
, ts. Ls ©: 
i Þ 177 hs Ta 
£ 4 4 * 
41% . 
. 
4 1 
1 t Y 
+" 
MW 7M} 
mn: 1909. 0 
1 
1 4 
4 
; [ ' 2} if 
. 4 7 
| 1 9 
nenen 
Y 1 
144 = £5 
— nn nen——— 1 ' 8 
(64357 54 
# PIE 2.5 
BY 10 
* 1 
b EIN 7% 
f 1341 
19 e 
x8 4 
. 70 
T4 4.0 9 
£ "#7 * my 
4 " £38 : y 
1 0 EM i 
[ An * 
1* 1 
a 
4 
nn 
8 FP * 7 
: þ 1 
T1 $37 
"$1400 TE? 
1 N * 
I-13 2.4; 
p % 9 o 4 * 
Ly * 1 
LE! 4 2 
- SHE. SY % 
9111 ih * 
\ 5 
14 py 4: : 
41: 44 \ 
14 1* 1 
5 . 
1 * 
175 
, = 1 
1 ' 7 
. mY = * 
— hy \ * 
4 134 £ 
' i} «53% / 
1 : 2 
LY 1 #1 
i . P „ 
10 
1 1 
1 5 
e * 1 
C 3 
TS... 1 
Y 1 
| © Hoy 33! 
q . 
1417 5 
i} . 1 
= 3 E 
| , "2 3 4 
4A 
a3 ++ 
4 i « 7 - 
| TIRE | 9 
1 En Lt 
7 1 18 
1 
. 4 
$5 + 
1 
_. $I * 
TH - 148 
1 5 7 1 P. 
1. Sf © : 
9 g * 1 
*3 \ q 1 % 
N 4 
vx. 4 
1 2 
. 
184 
* $: 8 1 
11 ko 
11 
5 . 9 
+ , 
19 + 
9 : n : & 
: 4 *14 i 1 
a 1 
Fit a 
J&L 
"mal 1 
. * 
+ 3 5 
* i 
4 =o 
N 1 [ * 
11 
4 1 
d 5 
14 
1 5 4 
— i "t 
i 1% 
T' 25 4 1 3 4 1 
be : 
_ 
1 1 
U Yo! 
7 . 1 
: '? 
F * — 
15 
12 s 
TT Fy 
” * 7: % W 
ſ . p 
Fi) ki: þ 
f 4 j 
9. F n 
| — n 
t 1 
L 
1141 | 
877i: . * 
j i 1 
f 
; h 
j 1 
1? 
| [ 
[1 
| < 
| 2 
* 
i 
N 4 
* a 
* 


(414-1 


VALUATION of Langnewton Pariſh 1078, med as the Text. 


ART. 304. Patrick Scott Fiar of Ancrum, for pariſh of Langnewton, 
It is impoſſible to reconcile this to the old valuation, but upon the 


ſuppoſition of a revaluation. 
Disjoined thus: - 
Kirkquarter, Laird's meadow, Green-end, and Foul- 
ford, -- - - L. 630 5 9 
Sandieſtanes, Walrig, and others, the ſu- 
periority whereof is liferented by the 
Honourable George Cranſtoun, £103 $24 10-9 
Butryhole, Weſt-quarter, and others, life- 
rented by A. Douglas, Eſq; — 2 8 
Blind wells mill and mill-lands of Lang- 
newton, liferented by Thomas Tod, Eſq; 484 it 7 


All belanging to Sir George Douglas, 


Le 2158 2.0 


L. 2175s 2-0 


— y. 


— — ä — 


ebene of Languewion Parith as in 167 8, 


2158 


2 


O 


TD U ˙»— — 


N. B. This Pariſh is now Sohlen with the Pariſh of Ancrum, and the Kirk of 


Langnewton ſuppreſſed. 


FARISH or LINDE AN, 
According to Valuation-Book 1643. 
ANpREW SCOTT of Foulſheils, for Fadinfide, — L. 800 © o 
John Learmonth, for Over Whitlawhouſe, — 366 13 4 
Andrew Kerr of Sunderlandhall, his lands in Lindean, L. +322- 0 
Feu-duty, | — L-# & © 
Stipend, - . 
| 0-0 
| — 273 © © 
The ſaid Andrew Kerr, and M. Cairneroſs his mother, 
for Brighaugh and mill, - - 546 0 0 
Feu- duty, - 6 10 13 4 
Stipend, - „% Q 9 
33 13 4 
— — 507 6 8 
Robert Kerr in Sunderland, his lands in Lindean, 8 
Feu-· duty to Earl of Roxburgh, L. 40 o | 
Stipend, . - - 5 46S - 
| — 28 
— 108 6 8 
Katherine Ballantyne, &c. for Caldſhiels, - 8 0 0 
Feu- duty, - = . = rom mmm, 
| — 75 0 o 
Earl of Roxburgh, his feu- duties of ſaid parochin, - 27 13 4 
Fotal Valuation ot Lindean Pariſh 1643, — I. 2157 0 0 


J A 


1 


VALUATION of Lindean Pariſh 1 079, aſſumed as the Text, 


Ak r. 365. Earl of Roxburgh, for the feu-dutics, — 1 
As in 1643. And conſiſts of | 
Feu-duty of Middleſtead's lands in Lindean, — Li 0 © 
of Bridgeheugh and Lindean-mill, - 0.37 4 
of Robert Kerr's lands in Lindean, now alſo F 
belonging to Middleſtead, - © © © 
of Caldſheils, - — 55 
a7 "5.4 
586. Robert Kerr of Fadeanſide, . ER, as $12.0 0 
Now belongs to Nicol Mill of Faldenſide. 
367. Nether Whitlazv, - - - F 6-6 


Now belongs to the Rev. Mr Charles Findlater. 


Theſe two articles amount to L. GO, and are all that appears in 
place of the old valuation of L. 800, rated to Scott ot Foul- 
ſhiels; conſequently theſe are revaluations. 


368. Richard Learmonth's Heirs, for Over Whitlaw, - 366 13 4 
As in 1643. Andrew Plummer, Eiq; of Middleſtead. | 


369. George Currer, for Lindean, 0 - . 214 13 4 
Revalued; being the lands which formerly belonged to Robert 
Kerr in Sunderland, rated in 1643 only at L. 108: 6: 8. M 
Plummer of Middleſtead. 
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Theſe were rated in cumulo in 1643 at L. 507 :6 : 8; conſequently 
they are revaluations, as there are no circumſtances from which 
a miſtake can be made out. They were ſince confounded, and 
rated in cumulo at L. goo. A Petition appears amongſt the Re- 
cords for having them disjoined at their valuations as here 
ſtated, and the Valuation-Book 1678 is therein appealed to in 
proof of their having been formerly ſeparately thus valued ; and 
indeed this ſeems to be the only inſtance of that Valuation-Book 
having been appealed to as authentic. But although its authen- 
ticity is now fully eſtabliſhed, the Commiſſioners of Supply ſeem 
ſtill to have doubted of it; for inſtead of granting the prayer of 
the Petition, they remitted: it to a Committee, who have never 
done any thing in the matter; but the Petition is clearly founded 
upon proper principles. 


370. Andrew Plummer, for Lindean, - . 470 6 8 | þ f 
Alſo revalued, being Kerr of Sunderlandhall's lands in Lindean, | x 4 af 
rated in 1643 at L. 272 — Likewiſe belong to Mr Plummer of | | 1 1 
0 . 1 1445 15 a 
Middleſtead. 1 1 
— — 11 
8 5 5 thi ; 7 
8 1 
e,, i» WS. || 
372. Lindean- mill, — — 8 4 


——— 


Carried over, — I. 22 59 6 8 
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Brought over, — L. 2259 :0.8 


Art. 371. belongs to Andrew Plummer, Eſq; of Middleſtead, and 


John Anderſon ; one-third to the former, and two-thirds to the 
latter. 


Art. 372. belongs to Mr Plummer of Middleſtead. 


* 


ART. 373. Lands of Caldſhiels, — - - "5 0 0 
As in 1643. Belongs to Nicol Mill of Faldenſide. 


— — 2 — 


Total Valuation of Lindean Pariſh as in 1678, — L. 2334 6 8 


— — 


323 


N. B. The kirk of Lindean is now ſuppreſſel, 07 rather tranſported to Galaſhiels 
in Selkirkſhire, by which name the pariſh is now beſt known, 


PARISH or 8 E LK IRE, 


According to Valuation- Book 1643. 


Sm ANDREW KERR of Greenhead, for his lands thereof, 


and ane huſband- land beſide, - L433 6-8 
Feu-duty to Earl of Roxburgh, L.io o o 
Parſonage teind duty, ditto, 70 0 0 
Vicarage teind- duty, ditto, 30 0 0 
| 110 0 0 | 
| —— L. 223 6 8 
Mr John Schaw, for his lands of Schaw, — L. 240 0 0 


Feu- duty to Marquis of Douglas, L. 71 3 8 
Teind-duty to Earl of Roxburgh, 24 0 o 


— Ji 3 8 
Wrong deduced L. 208: 3: 4—thould be — 208 16 4 
Andrew Kerr of Maiſondicu, for his lands of W hit- 
muirhall, . — „ 6-8 
Feu- duty to Earl of Roxburgh, IL. 6 6 8 
Parſonage teind-duty, - 20 :0 9 
Vicarage teind-duty, - 42094 
- 32 8 
— 281 © © 
James Kerr of Whitmuir, and Ralph Kerr his father, for the lands 
of Whitmuir, - L. 466 o o 
Feu- duty, Earl of ab L. 6 13 4 
Teind-duty, . 66 13 4 
| — 73 6 8 
eee en eee 392 13 4 
William Marquis of Drains his feu-duty of 8 is ſtated at 
L. 7:6: 8, but to make it conſiſtent with the ſtatement of the lands, 


it muſt be) - - wp 1 13 


Carried forward, — L. 1113 o © 


[ 


( 113 3 


Broug ht forward, — L. 1113 0 „ 


Robert Earl of Roxburgh, his teind and feu-duties, (ſtated at 
L. 260: 3: 4; but upon adding them together, they only amount to) 259 13 4 


William Brown, his lands of Unn's Cloſs, - 3 30-0 © 
Total Valuation of Selkirk Pariſh 1643, L. 1408: 13: 4, which 
is accidentally right, - — L. 1408 13 4 


N. B. The lands of Shaw are not repeated in any ſubſequent Valuation-Book, be- 
cauſe in fact they lie in Selkirkthire, and pay public burdens in that county 
in proportion to a valuation of L. 204 : 3: 85 
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VALUATION of Selkirk Pariſh 1678, aſſumed as the Text. þ 


AA T. 374. bir William Kerr of Green bead, , ) X 
Exactly ſo rated in 1643. Robert Shortreed of Greenhead. 5 1 


x a LY 
- — 


—— 


| 


* 


d1; 
744 
. 
1% 
| «68 
ff 
i 
| iN 
. 4 
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375. Samuel Morriſon, for Whitmuirhall, — — - „ 2801 © 6 | if 
As in 1643. Walter Dunlop of Whitmuirball. Ut 


«þz 3 
Wh 3 


£ — 9 2 — 
« e i Knees fi as 


376. John Currer of Whitmuir, 2” - - LE TN 392 13-4 
As in 1643. Walter Dunlop of Whitmuirhall. | 


377. Ovenscloſs, - - - - 48 13 4 
In 1643 rated at L.36, conſequently wk Thomas Currer 
of Ormſton. 


378. Earl of Roxburgh, - _— x 1 go8-.32 4 


This is wrong ; it enki of all the Feu and Teind- 
duties ſtated to the Family in 1643, except theſe 
of Shaw, viz. 


Feu -· duty of Greenhead, = 1:10 8 6 
of Whitmuirhall, 85 „ 
of Whitmuir, 1 5 8 
— 23 0 0 
Parſonage Teinds of Greenhead, 
— — L%% s 0 
Vicarage Teinds of ditto, 30 0 O 
— — 100 0 0 
Parſonage Teinds of Whit- | 
muirhall, 922 30 88 
Vicarage Teinds of ditto, 16 0 © | 
| 3 46 o o 
Teinds of Whitmuir, - 8 $9 4 
NI — 2 op: 
The ſum of theſe therefore is — 233 13 4 
235 13 4 
Add Teinds of Shaw, — — „ 0 
Earl of Roxburgh's valuation 1643, — 1" 1299 13 4 | 


Total Valuation of part of Pariſh of Selkirk it in in Roxburghſhire, þ 


— 2— —— nt ERA bis 
— a —„—„ 


66 


© (Brought over) Total Valuation of part of Pariſh of Selkirk, — L. 1181 6 8 


Total Valuation 1643, - 1408 13 4 
| | Decreale, — L.227 6 8 
Accounted for thus: | 
Valuation of Shaw in Selkirkſhire, L. 203 16 4 
Teind-duty of ditto, - 24 0.0 
Feu-duty of ditto, 7 
Groſs Valuation of Shaw, _ 240 © © 
Gained by revaluation of Unn's Cloſs, PL ty” 4 
Inde, remains — 227 6-3 
Valuation 1678, „ fa [143 10 8 
More by the preſent Analyſis, L 27 10 0 


6 


Which anſwers to the wrong Statement of the Duke of Roxburgh's Feu and 


Teind-duties in 1678. 


PARISH or AS K IRE, 
According to Valuation- Boo, 1643. 


RokkhTScOr of Whitſlaid, his lands in Aſkirk, L. 10 10 


1 1 


0 
For fix huſband- lands there, - - 131 0&9 
For Salenſide, o " — 116 6 0 
For Kirkhoufe, 5 — 8 
For Aſkirk-mill, 5 84 © o 
_— — 586 10 © 
Francis Scott of Sinton, for Eaſter Eſſenſide, 200 0 0 
For Weſt ſide of North Sinton, . 208 0 0 
For Faſt fide of ditto, - - 235 09 -0 
For Birkwood, - - 200 O 0 
————— 946 0 0 
Robert Scott of Heip, for teinds of Leiphill, Wall, 
Caſtlefide, and Braidlies, . - 2008-0: 0 
For teinds of Whitſlaid - . 8 0 0 
For teinds of Eſſenſide, - - -  O. 0.::0 N 
„ 1 — 348 0 o 
John and James Veitches, for Clerklands, - - - 1820 O 
Thomas Scott for Weſter Eſſenſide, — 400 © 0 
For Leiphill, — - - 140 0 © 
| Wes — 8-0-0 
Francis Scott of Caſtleſide, his lands thereof, - 160 © © 
Mar. Scott, for Braidlies, | 3 160 0 o 
Walter Scott of Sheilſwood, for the 3 8 - 260 © 0 
Walter Scott of Burnfoot, for the lands thereof, - 400 0 0 
John Scott of Headſhaw, for Dryden, 5 L. 290 © 0 
For Weſt ſide of Headſhaw, Crawknows, and Cleuches, 760 10 © 
| | ; 1050 10 0 
Feu- duty to Duke of Lennox, L. 18 5 © _ 
Tack-duty, R. Scott of Heip, "9-6-6 
— 21 11 8 | 
1028 18 4 
Duke of Lennox, his feu-duty of Headſhaw, - 18 5 o 
Walter Scott of Wall, for his lands thereof, 533 9 0 
Total Valuation of Pariſh of Aſkirk 1643, ES - 5 62 1 4 


— — 3 »„— 
- 
. 


A 


ART. 379: 
380. 


381. 
382. 


Teinds of Eaſter Effenfide, North Sinton, 


3 


VALUATION of Aſtrk Pariſh 1678, aſſumed as the Text. 


Thomas Scott of Whitſlaid, 1 

William Scott of Headſhaw, - 

Fohn Scott of Wall, — - 

T homas Scott of Todrig, - | 
Theſe four Articles amount to 5 


L. 


And ſtand in place of the following valuations in 1643. 


Robert Scott of Whitſlaid, - L. 586 16 
John Scott of Headſhaw, - 1028 18 
Walter Scott of Wall, | - $49 6 
Weſter Eſſenſide and Leiphill, - 540 
Francis Scott of Caſtleſide, - 160 
Mar. Scott, for Braidlies, — 160 
Robert Scott of Heip, for the teinds, 348 


© 00 © © 


O0 0 0 0 02 0 


3356 8 4 


3356 8 4 


None of theſe articles therefore have been revalued. But they 


ought to have been ſtated thus: 


Article 379, now belonging to Thomas Wilkieſon, Eſq; of Cheſter- 


hall. 


Lands in Aſkirk, — L. 110 10 
Six huſband- lands there, - 133 6 
Salenſide, — - 116 
Kirkhouſe, - — 143 
Aſkirk- mill, | = - - 84 
Teinds of the above lands, . 80 
This ſum of L. 80 is ſaid in 1643 to be 
the valuation of © zeinds of Whitflaid.? 
But Whitflaid, though within the 
pariſh, is in another county, ſo it 
muſt mean * Teinds of Whitſlaid's 


C lands.” 


Lands of Caſtleſide, ” 
Braidlies, ET as 160 0 
Teinds of Caſtleſide and Braidlies, - 62 O 


O 0 0 0 


160 o 


O0 0 0939 0 


O 
0 
O 


The above article disjoined as under. 3 


1043 10 © 


Art. 380, now belonging to Sir Gilbert Elliot of Minto. 


Dryden, - = 


Headſhaw, Crawknows, and Cleughs, 

| — L. 760 10 0 
1 
2 bs” ST" 2 


Feu-duty, - 


L. 2900 0 o 


O 


L. 1032 5 
and Birkwood, — — 60 © 
This ſum in 1643 is ſaid to be the teinds 
of Eſſenſide; but is more probably the 
teinds of all the lands which then be- 
longed to the proprietor of Eſſenſide. 
Remaining teinds of the pariſh, ſo far as 


not rated to the other heritors, = 68 13 


O 


O 


4 


Alſo disjoined as under. | ani 


| Carried forward, — L. 2209 8 41 L. 3356 4 


* 


1160 18 4 


L. 1048 10 


1160 18 


* 
552 0 
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Brought forward, — L. 2209 8 4|L. 3356 8 4 


Art. 381, now ba to Charles Scott Eſq; of Wooll. 


Wooll or Wall, - — 1» $33 9. 0 
Teinds thereof, = - - 62-0 0 
8 * 203 0-0 
Art. 382, now belonging to Mrs Elliot of Borthwickbrae. 
Weſter Eſſenſide, - — L. 400 o o 
Part of Leiphill, . - "140-00 
Teinds thereof,, = - 127 0:0 


— 552 0 0 


As before, I. 3356 Big 


— — — — — — 
. 


Digunclions. 
Disjunction of Article 3793 the valuation of which was aſſumed : as 
a cumulo of - - L. 1048 10 © 
Laird ot Whiilaid, - - L.786 8 o 
Lands liferented by Lady Whitflaid, - 262 20 
| — — 1048 10 0 


This article is ſo ſtated in Valuation-Book 1707; but as it cannot 
be made out what lands were liferented by Lady Whitſlaid, fo 
nothing can be made of this disjunction; and accordingly it has 
never afterwards been taken notice of in the Valuation- Books 

or proceedings of the Commiſſioners 


In 1753, the whole was again aſſumed as a cumulo ſum, and diſ- 
joined as follows: And in confirmation of the ſtrong preſump— 
tive proof of the above diſtribution of the teinds (which indeed 
it is thought amounts as nearly to demonſtration as any thing 1 
of the kind can be ſuppoſed to do), it may be obſerved, that | 958 
the warrants of the following disjunction mention it to be of 
the ſix huſband lands and mill of atkirk, five merk-land of 
Kirkhouſe, twenty-ſhilling lands of Salenfide, Breadlie, Caſtle- 
fide, &c. with the teinds thereef ; which clearly ſhows that the 
teinds were comprehended in the valuation 1678. | 4 


Six huſband lands, and mill of Aſkirk, and multures, 
five merk-land of Kir khouſe, and Aſkirk, 
— — L. 529 10 0 
Salenſide, and the other lands, „„ 
— 1048 10 © 


This disjunction may have been nearly right, if the firſt article com- 
prehends the lands in Aſkirk, valued at L. 110 10s. with the 
teinds properly proportioned, which it muſt have done, becauſe 
the whole of Aſkirk was by that time poſſeſſed promiſcuouſly, 
and in one farm: But it is not worth while to examine whether 
it is right or not, as it proceeded upon a proof of the real rent, 
and conſequently upon an erroneous principle; the Commiſ- 
ſioners having no power to make disjunctions according to the 
real rent of articles already ſeparately valued. 


The beſt way, therefore, i is to continue the ſtatement of this ar- 
ticle as upon page 119; the firſt disjunction being r 29 
and the laſt 5 wrong. h | 


Carried forward, — L. 3356 8 4 


— * eos rea — 54, een AE ws 6 ad 2 wart O p ＋ 
a " L * 1 'S- an 1 a ſo * 
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Brought forward, — I. 3356 8 4 


Disjunction of Article 380, the total valuation being aſſumed as the 
cumulo valuation of Headſhaw and Dryden, L. 1160 18 4 


Headſhaw, liferented by the late George Pott of Tod— 

rig, excluſive of certain parts liferented by Dr Elliot 

and Mr 5. Haliburton, . L. 564 14 10 

Part of ditto liferented by Dr W Elliot, 137 2 6 

Part of ditto liferented by Mr S. Haliburton, 175 18 3 

Dryden, liferented by Dr Elliot, 293 2 9 
- 1169 18 4 


— — or ry —__——_— 


This disjunction is wrong, as it aſſumes as the cumwuls valuation of 
theſe lands, what was really the valuation of the lands and a 
conſiderable quantity of teinds beſides : But it is an eaſy matter 
to rectify it, by ſtating the lands of Dryden as originally, the 
teinds as upon page 119, and by dividing the valuation of Head- 
ſhaw, Crawknows, and Cleughs, proportionally amongſt the 


three diviſions— Thus: L. 1160 18 4 
Dryden, - - L. 290 0 0 
Part of Headſhaw, liferented by Dr 
Elliot, L119 19-9 


Part of Headſhaw, liferented 

by Mr Haliburton, - 149 14 2 
Remainder of Headſhaw, 475 11 4 
e 


Teinds of Euſter Eſſenſide as in 1643, 609. 0 © 
Teinds of the remainder of the pariſh, fo 
far as not rated to the other heritors, 68 13 4 


— ——— 1160 18 4 


— 


ART: 383. Laird of North Sinton, — - | ” 965 © 0 


This is L. 19 more than the valuation of Eaſter Eſſenſide, North 
Sinton, and Birkwood, in 1643, and therefore muſt be conſidered 
a revaluation, and of conſequence a cumulo article. 

Although it is ſtated in cumulo as above in the authenticated copy 
of the Valuation-Book 1678, and in the Book 1680, yet in a 


Copy of the Book 1678, which has been ſeen, and which bears b 
intrinſic marks of antiquity, the article is thus ſtated : 

Mr Robert Cunningham of North Sinton, L. 600 o 

John Scott of Sinton, for Eſſenſide, 305 O Oo 


dam, 1 965 0 © 

And ſo no Aoube the article has been disjoined ; but whethes has 
happened fince the Valuation-Book 1678 was made up or not, 
is of no conſequence. In 1797, North Sinton is valued at L. 600, 
and Eſſenſide at L. 365: 10s. which muſt be a miſtake; but that 
miſtake has continued to the preſent time, 

North Sinton, including Birkwood, belongs to John Pringle, Eſq; | 
of Clifton, and Eaſter Eſſenſide to Admiral John Elliot. 


384. Robert Scott of Burnfoot, = 9 ns — : 400 
As in 1643. Mrs Elliot of Borthwickbrae. 
385. Sheilfwood, - wal - & 5 4 90 
As in 1643. Sir Gilbert Elliot of Minto, Bart. | | 
Hh Carried over, — I. 4981 
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Brought over, — L. 4981 8 4 


ART. 386. Fohn Scott Clerklands, - — 182 0 © 
As in 1643. Thomas Currer, Eſq; of Ormſton. 


387. Biſhop of Glaſgow, - - - . 18 3 © 
his is the feu- duty of Headſhaw, which belonged to the Duke 
of Lennox in 1643. It now belongs to the College of Glaſgow. 
But in 1707, and ever fince, has been erroneouſly rated at 
L. 18 only. 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Aſkirk as in 1678, — IL. 518113 4 


In 1643, the valuation of this parith is L. 5 162: 13: 4, which is juſt L. 19 leſs 
than in 1678, which anſwers to the ſum gained by the revaluation of Eater 
Eſſenſide, North Sinton, and Birkwood. | 


In 1707, the valuation of the pariſh is - . 5181 18 4 
| Difference between that ſum and the valuation 1678, 88 
Accounted for thus: 
Eſſenſide is there over-rated, — L. o 10 o 
And the feu- duty of Headſhaw under- rated, 8 


—— 
— — — 


PARISH or LILLIES LE AF, 
According to Valuation-Book 1643. 


A NDREW TURNBULL of Bewlic, 56 bolls victual, half bear half meal, bear 


L. 6, meal L.8 the boll, - - i. 304 0 ©. ; 


This calculation, and every other calculation of victual in the 
pariſh, ſeems to be wrong. But in fact they are certainly, with 
one or two trifling exceptions, all right, But the meal is not cal- 
culated at L. 8 the boll, but at L. 7; and this circumſtance be- 
ing remembered, will ſerve for a key to the whole. 

Sir Walter Riddell portioner * for his on of Bewlie, a bolls 


half meal half bear, 293 © © 
James Riddell of n for bis pat of Bewle 60 bolls half meal 
half bear, - — 390 0 0 
James Middlemiſt of 3 64 bolls, 8 9 0-0 
Walter Turnbull, for his lands in Raperlaw, 17 bolls half FR half 
bear, L. 110, ſhould be - - | - 110 10 © 
Adam Turnbull there, 16 bolls, - - - 104 0 © 
Andrew Davidſon, for his lands there, 10 bolls, - 67 0-0 
William Turnbull, for his lands there, 16 bolls, — 104 0 o 
David Davidſon, bis lands there, 30 bolls, » oo 195 0 0 
Hector Turnbull of Firth, 30 bolls, 199 0 0 
Robert Scott of Whitſlaid, his lands of 18 24 bolls, — 156 0 o 
Andrew Scott portioner there, 20 bolls, - . . 100 0: © 
William Johnſton there, 20 bolls, . — 130 0 0 
Robert Scott of Satchells, for the lands thereof, L. 200 0 0 
For lands of 88 - 156 0 0 
— 256. ©. © 
Carried forward, — IL. 2988 10 © 


ART. 


„ 


Brought forward, 


— IL. 2988 10 0 


Beſſie Stoddart gudewife of Greatlaws, 16 bolls, — 104 © o 
Sir Walter Riddell, for lands of Bank, 22 bolls, L. 143 © © 
Lands of own, mill and mill thereof, 38 bolls, 47-00 
Clerklands, 28 bolls, — 1 © 
Mains of Riddell, 120 bolls, 910 0 © 
This appears at firſt ſight to be wrong; for, con- 
verting the meal at L. 7, it ought only to be 
L. 780; or at L. 8, L.840. But upon further 
confideration, the error ſeems to lic in the num- 
ber of bolls. If the number is ſuppoſed ſeven 
ſcore in place of fix ſcore, it auſwers exactly to 
the other calculations in the pariſh. 
Mill of Lilliesleaf, 8 - 193 SS 
| L. 1654 0 © 
Paid to the Reader, IL. 20 0 © 
Feu-duty of Lilliesleaf- mill, 5 6 0 
— 26 8 
1629 © 0 
A. Douglas of Friarſhaw, for the lands thereof, 46 bolls, (wrong 
L. 229, ſhould be - - L. 299 0 0 
Feu-duty to Earl of Hadinton, - 3 0 $ 
Wrong deduced L. 258: 13: 4, ſhould be ———— a 14 4 
N. B. In Valuation-Book 1678, this error has been corrected, 
and the article rated at L. 285: 13: 4. 
W. Scott of Chapel, for the lands thereof, += L. 390 o o 
Acres in Lilliesleaf pertaining to him, = 200 0 0 
Portions-croft, 12 bolls victual, 7 & © 
| = .. 008 0. 0 
Fewars of Lilliesleaf, excluſive of Walter Scott's ſhare, g ſcore 17 
bolls 2 firlots, - - - 1283 15 © 
Walter Riddell portioner of Lilliesleaf, for 20 ſoums, - 60 oO o 
Alexander Hud, his part of Lilliesleaf, - 10-0 © 
The faid Walter Riddell, for four acres in Lilliesleaf, 4 bol, 
(wrong L. 25, ſhould be) - - 26 -6 & 
Robert Earl of Roxburgh, for Kirklands of Bewlie, L. go o o | 
Lilliesleaf-mill, 16 bolls, - - 104 O o 
Parſonage Teinds of the pariſh, L. 1397 o O 
Stipend, - 333 8 


— 1063 13 4 


| * | „ VVV 
Earl of Hadinton, for feu- duty of Friarſhaw, =o, 5 
Total wr ong lummed L. 8325 : 78. ſhould be — 1.8323 4 


VALUATION of Lilliedleaf Pariſh 1678, aſſumed as the Text. 


ART. 388. Sir Fohn Riddell of that ilk, - . L. 1766 ᷣ 0 0 
The valuation of che Family of Riddell in 1643, 
was - 7. I. 1629 0 

But Riddell-mill was ſold before 1678, 

hs L. 172 0 0 

Deduce fcu-duty, n 2K» 

— — 167 W000 
N — — 1462 0 0 


—— — 


— 
0 
— — — gw 


Carried over, — L. 1462 o OL. 765 O © 
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And the Family ſeem to have acquired, or at leaſt 
obtained ,a disjunction of lands rated in cumiulo with 
thoſe of the Feuars of Lilliesleaf in 1643, = 303 8 


3 


Sum, — I. 1765 0 0 


: — — — — — 


— 


Now belonging to Sir John Riddell. But it muſt be remembered 
that the valuation of L. 1462 is not a cu, but comprehends 
x four ſeparate articles of valuation. : 


ART. 389. Lands of Friarſhaw, - - | - 


This anſwers exactly to the old valuation, the blunder in calculat- 
ing the victual being corrected. Belongs to the Rev. Mr William 
Campbell. 


390. . alter Scott of Chapel, - - — 


now belonging to Edgar Hunter of Linthill. 


— ſ—— 
SIS 


391 Walter Turnbull portioner of Bewlie, 3 - 
As in 1643. William Riddell Eſq; of Camieſton. 


392. Walter Riddell portioner there, OY, 5 - 
As in 1643. Walter Scott Eſq; of Hyrden, 


— 


393. John Riddell of Muſelie, „ L 55 
Revalued, being for Turnbull's lands. Charles Riddell Eſq; of 

5 Muſelie. 8 

394. Walter Scott of Altoun in Raperlaw, . . 


As in 1643. Sir Gilbert Elliot of Minto. 


Il! This a junction of three ſeparate articles valued as in 1643, all 


5 


395. James Middlemiſt there, p - - 
This is for Walter Turnbull's lands in Raperlaw, and the error 
in calculating the victual is here corrected. It is hg ſtated 
again in 1707, and ſince, 


The proprietor having purchaſed the teinds valued at L. 24: 18:6, 


which, joined to the valuation of the lands as erroneouſly ſtared 
at L. 110, amounted to - - L. 134 18 6 
Aſſumed as a cumulo, and disjoined thus: 
Childknow, excluſive of part of the muir, (Ed. Hunter 


Eſq; of Linthill) - - 1 Jo $01 11-10 
Part of the muir of Childknow, (Robert 
Dickſon of Huntlaw) dE E! 
| - 134 18 6 
But the real valvation is . ; L.135 8 6 


285 13 


668 


390 


273 


330 


416 


110 10 0 


Brought over, — I. 1462 o 0. 1765 0 0 


7— 


Carried forward, — I. 4238 3 4 


40 


( 195 ) 
Brought over, — L. 4238 3 4 | 
And ſhould have been disjoined thius: < L. 125 8 6 


Childknow, excluſive of part of the muir, 
„ 


2 


Teinds thereof, 


Part of the muir of Childknow, 27 2 2 
Teinds thereof, = 6 7 o 
— 352 


ART. 396. Ralph Davidſon of Greenbon m,, _ - - 


397. Andrew Davidſon there, 4 n 25 


Theſe are Turnbull and Davidſon's lands in Raperlaw, valued as 
formerly. Now belonging to Robert Laidlaw in Kingledoors. 


398. Robert Elliot, for Wyliespeel there, - - 
This is William Turnbull's lands in Raperlaw, valued as in 1643. 
Now Sir Gilbert Elliot. 


399. John Douglas there, = _ + ® 
As in 1643. Now called Catſhawhill. William Smeat. 


— — — — — POSTS — 
- * | ow 


400. Fohn Turnbull of Firth, 
As in 1643. George Pott of Todrig. 


= FO — . EE; 


401. Thomas Scoff of Whitſlaid, for Hermiſton, „5 : 
As in 1643. Weſter Hermiſton. William Govan. 


* „ 
— — 4 „ _ : 


2 
9. 
* 


402. John Scott of Sint) there, 


403. Fobn Fohnſion there, . = = © — 
As in 1643. Lands of Eaffer Hermiſton. Both belonging to 
William Govan; but rated in cums i in 7743. 


= o = * - ”— 4 — * y » * 
4 


— 


404. Walter Scott sf Satchells, „ - L. 256 . 0 0 
405. Lands of Crangills, — 1 100 © 0 
The ſum of theſe two articles is right, | but the ſum of each ſep 


rately is wrong. 
In 1643, they were valued thus: 


Satchells, (now Jo. Scott of Sinton n 5 
Cringills or Cringlaws, (Sir John Rithd al Se tt 4 


406. Mr Andrew Duncanſon, for Greatlawas, — D Tin "or 
As in 1643. Sir John Riddell, 


I 9972 | | =_ 01 85 Carried Over, 3 L. 5777 3 4 
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ART. 407. Earl of Hadinten, for feu-duty of Friarſhaw, _ - e {a0 $8 


(126) 
| Brought over, — I. 5777 3 4 


As in 1643. Duke of Buccleugh. 


408. Fears of Lilltesleaf, . 1 5 800 o o 


Their valuation in 1643 was - L. 1283 1 8 0 
But there was disjoined 
Sir John Riddell's lands, (See Art. 388.) L. 303 o o 


Mr Chatto's lands, (See Art. 409.) 180 15 © 
— — 463 I = O 
Remaining cumulo disjoined thus: | - L. 800 o © 
Lands acquired by Riddell of Newhouſe, (now be- | 
longing to Mr Chatto, See Art. 40g.) L. 100 0 © 
Andrew Gray's lands, - 7 90:13..4 ;.. 
William Leithhead's lands, V 
Andrew Clark's lands, . 5 
Mr Riddell of Muſelie's lands, . 
Andrew Davidſon's lands, (For the hiſtory 
of this parcel, vide below) _ = 40:34. 4: , 
Edgar Hunter of Linthill's lands, _ 171,10 0, 
Redisjoined thus : 
Unionhall, (Mr Hunter) L. 121 10 o 
Ryecheſter and Quarterſides, 
(Mr Riddell of Muſelie) 88 - 
Sum, — L. 171 10 0 | 
James Eaſton's lands, - 26 13 4 ART 
Jo. Leithhead's lands, - 0 13 4 
Thomas and Jo. Telfair's lands, - $16 #06 
Hill's lands, - „ 
Edgar Hunter's lands, | - . 
William Manwell's lands, OY e e 
— 800 © o 


— 


9 — 


10 the Draught of the Valuation- bock lately under conſideration, 
the laſt ſix parcels are rated in cumulo but for what reaſon | - 
does not appear, as the disjunction is apparently and ex facie 
liable to no objection. If it contains any nullity that does not 
appear ex facie, it ought nevertheleſs to have been ſtated, becauſe 
that circumſtance does not render it void, but only voidable at 
the ſuit of any having intereſt to challenge it. 


| The valuation of Andrew Davidſon's lands is L. 46 13 4 


Mr Davidſon's whole valuation ſtood thus : 


Ralph Davidſon's s part of Greenhouſe, (Article 396.) 
— — E11 0 
A. Davidſon's part of ditto, (Art. 397.) 65 o 0 
Teinds of both, purchaſed from the Duke EO 
of Roxburgh, - - 41 5 6 
The above lands in Lilliesleaf, - 46 13 4 


Sum, L. 256 18 10 


" Habluh ſold Greenhouſe to the late Mr Turnbull of - 
Firth, he was rated for L. 169, which was the neat 
valuation of Greenhouſe excluſive. of the teinds; 
and he fold part of the lands in Lilliesleaf to Dr 


Hunter, and part to James Redford, both now 
deceaſed. 


Carried forward, — 1 IT 4 | L. 659 10 o 


| 7 i | | 

14 

Brought forward, — L. 46 13 4 L. 6590 to © [ | 

" 1 

"Thus the valuation of the teinds having been omitted 1 
to be ſtated to the proprietor of Greenhouſe, and U 


the lands in Lilliesleaf having for ſome time been 4 
loſt ſight of, a Committee was appointed to en- 5 44 
quire upon whom Mr Davidſon's remaining valu- 33 nel 
ation ought to be laid; and it having been found 
that Dr Hunter and J. Redford had acquired all 
the lands which belonged to Davidſon except 
Greenhouſe, without looking into the records to 
ſee what Mr Davidſon was rated for beſides, it 
was juſt taken for granted that his whole remain- 
ing valuation belonged to his lands in Lilliesleaf. 


Disjoined thus. —Afſumed valuation, L. 87 18 10 


Dr Huater, OS Þ 
James Redford, - JJ 
| | — 87 18 10 
And thus they have continued ever ſince. But the 5 et 
blunder is apparent. The teinds of Greenhouſe 5 | 1 
ought to be ſtated to Mr Laidlaw, and the real . PF 
valuation of the lands in Lilliesleaf to be disjoined =_ 
6 | 3 | hp 
(67 
Edgar Hunter of Linthill, — „ | -— | 14 
Andrew Redford, - 1 40-10 "a N | Lo 1 3 
— 46 13 4 ä - 64 
An r. 409. Walter Riddel in Lilliecleaf, and for * mill thereof, 5 407 is © qd. 
This conſiſts of | ttt 
Lilliesleaf-mill, formerly Riddel: or Riddel's, dedbeing the ſeu⸗ Mi 
duty LEE 5 = © 5 167 0. 0 79 I 
'20 ſoums in Lilliesleaf, as in 1643, 5 1 4 a a 5 14 
Lands acquired, at leaſt disjoined from the old cumuls ey ml 
valuation of the feuars, (Art. 408.) - , 180. LS iS: ; 44 
All ſtated in "cumule in 1678 at * 407. I 5 ©. 16 
RY 
And fince that time this article has been ſo twiſted as 5 q 
ſcarcely to be intelligible. Ob N 11 
Riddell of Newhouſe, to whom it belonged, A | 4a 1 
$2 1 
the teinds of theſe lands, (See Art. 419. er 04 | 11 
And he alſo acquired from the feuars of Lilliesleaf, lands e tn 0 . 
disjoined at (See Art. 408. ) = orglBigd p 100 0909 U 


— —ꝛůů— ͤK— EI 2 


In all, L. 579 8 4 


which was aſſumed as a aul, and disjoined chus -A alagi! 
Mr Chatto's four farms, (A. Chatto Eſq.) + 30-2601) tel 
— 5 21 SI ar” 1 : L. 485 3 975 
Feus, Ä 65 5 82 
Lands ſold to Mr Campbell, __ - 28 2 92 5 
4 
The above disjunction is evidently erroneous, and the bd BI bark ans SSI 115 
whole ought to be thus ſtated : 6 
Lilliesleaf- mill, - - L. 167 o o | 
20 ſoums in Lilliesleaf, . e 
Lands disjoined before 1678 from the 77 oat rar 3 
BY valuation of the feuars, prey I 180. 5. 0 e e "P 
„„ — I Carried over, — L. 407 15 ok 579 8 4jL.6998 5 0 
0 * 


| (). 
\* Blought'over, — . * 501 5 8 eee 5 0 


Teinds of the above lands, - 711 3 4. . 
Lands disjoined from the feuars at 1. too, 1 
excluſive of lands ſold to Mr Camp- 1 | 
bell, and lands feued, = Fes 6 11 F 5 
Lands feued to ſundry people, - 21 's #74 5 
Mr Chatto of Mainhouſe's valuation —— . 62 NE, 
The Rev. Mr William Campbell, for lands purcpiaſed 85 


41 111 * 
from Mr Chatto, — | | | 28 2 9 


Ae vive; L. 579 15 4 
— U —— 
Mr campbelbs lands were GH disjbined at L. 903 but that" appeats | 
to have been a concerted dsunenon, not procceding uon 
proof of the real rent An abſtract of hielt dlsjunction is re- 
corded in the Sederunt-Books. The warrants of the disjunction, 
however, having been loſt, a few disjunctiom was made in 1783: 
and the laſt disjunction is Here ads; opted, becauſe, of the two, it is 
clearly the moſt regular, the firſt Raving been' made in coriſc- 
quence of a concert between the parties, which the Law dots 5 
not countenance. N 5 5 | 


yo 


ART. 410. Earl of Roxburgh, for the kirklands of Bewlie, and Ha of * A aba 
pariſh, N - - - - 1347 13 4; 
In 1643, the Earl was ed for this very ſum for kirklands of 
Bewlie, Litheseat-mill;- and reinds of rhe pariſh; and yet it is 
clear that the mill never belonged to the Family of Roxburgh. 
0 part of what was oute che mill-lands _ Deng to Wal 
1 Family. 
The teinds disoned thus: [. 1063 13 4 
Teinds of Ripetlaw and 3 or Wellspeel, 
(Sir G. Ellibt) L. 129 124 
Teinds of Chapell, &c. (Ed. Hunter Eſq) 37 0 C 
of RidYelt, (Sir Jo. Riddell) FAS: & 0 
of part of Bewlie, (Harden) 60 ,0 0... 
0 
6 


of part of Bewile, Camieſton) 1 
of Friarſhaw, (Rev. Mr Campbell) 66 4 
of lands in Lillealeaf, (8d Hunter 


Eſq.) - „„ 
of pard of Bewfie, ( Moſelie) # > M N 2 
of lands in Lilliesleaf (ditt) 34 6 16 111 
of Greentouſe, (Mr LOSE) See . 
Artz 1 6 


of part of Herminvn, (W. W. Goran $1 10 2 

of Lilliesleaf-mill, anch! dein, Lil. 8 
liesleaf, (Mr Chatto) = 7113 4 

Teinds unſold, (Duke of Roxburgh): $4246 + 


CY? SHR . — 9 rr 8 — * i 
411. Alexander Hud in n CCC 


As in 1643. William Redford. 


n 5 
. b WW 


—_— - — = , *. 4 , : 
* » 
\ ,: k / ; Ro 6h 1 


412. There i is clearly an article omitted out of ho Valbedb Beal 2 
viz. Walter Riddell*s four” acres in Filiale, — - - 0 o 


OG. 


ca — 6. 


o 2 Be n 8 or: F627; Ob. = Eirtied over, — L. 8291 18 4 


(129 
Brought forward, — L. 8201 18 4 


Of this fact there cannot be a doubt, becauſe there is not a ſingle 
article in the pariſh revalued but Muſclie's part of Bewlie, which 
is decreaſed, and not increaſed ; ſo it cannot be ſuppoſed that the N 
variation is owing to its junction with another article. But to 1 f | 
whom theſe four acres now belong, is by no means clear. It 1 
is likely, however, that they belong to Mr ane Mr Hunter | 8: 
of Linthill, or Mr Riddell of Muſelie. | {4 A i 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Lilliesleaf, — L. 8291 18 4 144 
= 1 
f 


Valuation in 1643, — — 0325, 18 4 


it 

Leſs by this Analyſis, - E 38-0 © Flt 

| . 

Which exactly anſwers to the Gitlerence upon * part of li | 9 
Bewlie. | Hl 
as 3 11 

EE | 5 92 5 14 

Valuation in 1678, - - L. 8265 18 4 11 

More by this Analyſis, | — „ 1 


— A. 
— r 


Which anſwers to Article 412, omitted in 1678. WE 
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ABSTRACT or PARISHES. 


a. 


Names of Pariſhes, Pal. 1643. Val. 1678. Pal. per this Analyſis, 
1. JEDBURGH, L. 23825 19 8—l.. 23255 6 10=-L, 23254 6 10 
2. Hownam, 10695 0 o 11144 0 © e 
3. Oxnam, 13035 16 8 14101 10 8 14101 10 8 
4. Eckford, 11299 5 Il 11130 13 4 11207 13. 4 
5. Crailling, 10464 13 4 6733 "'0' © F342 6 Þ 
6. Southdean, 4866 13 4 S278 0 © $970 0. © 
7. Caſtletoun, 15860 6 0 15860 O O 15860 0 © 
8. Cavers, 19021 16 8 18921 16 8 19021 16 8 
9. Kirktoun, 4526 13 4 4526 13 4 4526 13 4 
10. Hawick, 15544 16 8 15545 10 © 15545 10 © 
11. Wilton, 5672 © © 5672 0 0 5672 0 0 
12. Haſſendean, 6326 0 o 7703 10 8 „ 
13. Abbotrule, 1728 6 8 1730 6 8 17430 6 8 
14. Hobkirk, 8542 10 0 0542 13 4 8545 3 4 
15. Bedrule, 1003 11 4. 147T 13 4&4 4010 6 8 
16. Minto, 2768 13 4 2708 13 4 2768 13 4 
17. Ancrum, 10354 © © 10174 0 © 10174 © © 
18, Kelſo, 14118 10 8 15287 9 © 15336 9 4 
19. Roxburgh, 10209 10 o 9944 6 8 10144 3 4 
20. Stitchell, 2013 9 2 3662 9 2 3662 9 2 
21. Makerſton, 6688 10 8 5617 6 8 6 $ 
22. Ednam, 7880 © © 688) o o 6880 0 0 
23. Smailholm, $073 4&4 -3 5359 16 8 e 
24. Linton, 5679 6 8 5514 6 8 CC 
25. Yetholm, 7049 13 4 7049 13 4 7049 13 4 
26. Sprouſtoun, 14848 12 O 13263 6 8 $3303 6 $ 
27. Morebattle, 16199 3 8 16213 11 4 1 
28. Melroſe, 20991 11 10 20185 4 6 20165 4 6 
29. Maxtoun, 5930 0 © 5490 6 8. F490 6 $ 
30. Leſſudden, 4208 11 6 4321 17 10 4330 18 2 
31, Bowden, 784417 6 8030 11 8 7930 10 10 
32. Langnewton, . arcs 2 © 2158 2 o 
33. Lindean, 2157 0 2334 6 8 2334 6 8 
34. Selkirk, 1408 13 4 1153 16 8 1191 6 8 
35, Aſkirk, E 8181 13 4 5181 13 4 
36. Lilliesleaf, - 8325 18 4 8265 18 4 8291 18 4 
Sum Total, L. 317283 18 5—L, 314641 12 o—L, 315594 14 6 


AFTER 


* 


( n3t ) 4 
AFTER repeated compariſons of the foregoing Analyſis with the notes 


of which any evidence can be diſcovered, ſeems to have been omitted, ex- 
cept one, an abſtract of which is entered in the Sederunt-Book in 1759, but 
the names of the lands are not mentioned; and the Framer of the Analyſis 
has not been able to diſcover to which article the cumulo of L. 924, which is 
the ſum disjoined, applies. All that appears: is, that that was the cumulo 
valuation of the lands disjoined, and that the disjunction was made as follows: 
Andrew Pringle of Alemoor's part, L. 466 18 4 
John Pringle of Crichton's part. 1 
„ 
But as this has likely been a disjunction made for political purpoſes, the re- 
cords of the Freeholders will in all probability furniſh the names of the lands. 


Tux foregoing Analyſis makes the ſum-total nearly L. 1000 Scots more 
than the Text Book ; but that circumſtance alone does not prove that it is 
made up upon principles in themſelves erroneous, when it is conſidered that 
the Old Book, independent of extrinſic evidence, contains intrinſic proof 
of its being very incorrect, both in calculation, and in addition, ſubtraction, 
Kc. Many articles in the Book 1678, are revalued; in other articles, the 


blunders in the Old Book are continued, ſometimes increaſed; and in 
making up the later Books in the preſent century, no pains has been taken 


to correct the manifold blunders in thoſe of the laſt century: but the im- 
mediate older Book has been always conſidered as perfect, taken for the 
Text, and new blunders added to the liſt. Thus it is evident, that not one 
of them has the ſmalleſt title to be reckoned perfect. The Book 1678, in 
every page, joins articles which were originally ſeparate. The Book 1797 
was found by the Commiſſioners to be very imperfect at the very tins it 
was formed; and it is the foundation of the Book 1743, which continue: to 
multiply the blunders formerly committed, by ſtating in many places two or 
more ſeparate articles in cumulb. 


IN correcting blunders, the Framer of this Analyſis has been often at a 
loſs to form any opinion, for want of data upon which to found an opinion. 
It is often impoſſible to judge whether a revaluation had taken place in 1678 
or not. The plan which he has followed, was to ſuppoſe a revaluation in 
dubio, rather than a miſtake, where circumſtances did not occur to make 
him think a miſtake more probable. 


Tux alterations which he has propoſed in the courſe of the work, there- 
fore, muſt be conſidered as ſo many ſuggeſtions for the Commiſſioners of 
Supply to decide upon. Some of them are ſo clear as to admit of no 
doubt with any perſon, who knows any thing of the office and powers of 
Commiſſioners of Supply : Others are more doubtful, And he has not 
the vanity to ſuppoſe, that all his ſuggeſtions will be thought worthy of be- 
Ing adopted: But if he has upon the whole ſhown the State of the Va- 
| luation of the County in a clearer point of view than has yet been done, 
he will not regret the trouble it has coſt him. 


ALTHOUGH 


taken from the records and warrants of the Commiſſioners, no disjunction, 
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(13 
ALTHOUGH it is hoped that ſomething is done towards the framing of a 
New Valuation-Book, yet much is wanting to render it ſo complete as 
could be wiſhed. Names of lands are every-where wanted, and inform- 
ation may undoubtedly be got, whereby the errors committed in ſeveral diſ- 
junctions may be entirely obviated. 


IN making out the above Analyſis, the names of the proprietors of lands 
have been put down ſo far as intelligence could be got. But that intelli- 
gence muſt in many particulars be wrong; a circumſtance which it is hoped 
thoſe concerned will furniſh information to correct. 


| Sour of the above ſuggeſted alterations may be thought whimſical, from 


the ſmallneſs of the blunders ; but the ſmallneſs of a blunder is no reaſon - 
why it ſhould not be rectified : Error is error, whether it is in a fraction, or a 
million ; and in a matter of this kind, too much accuracy cannot be em- 

ployed, too little generally 1s. 


OTaers of theſe ſuggeſted alterations may be thought too bold, from 
an idea, that what has ſtood the teſt of ages, it is dangerous to meddle with, 
But ſetting aſide the plea of preſcription, which in matters of this kind 
can heve no weight, an objection of that kind, it is thought, ought not to 
be liſtened to, as it ſurely can never be too late to correct what is amiſs ; 
and it is the very worlt apology for continuing in error, that our anceſtors 
taught us the leſſon. 


— . — 


UPON the principles of the above Analyſis, the following will ſerve as 


a Model of a New Valuation-Book, to be amended and corrected at the 


ſight of the Commiſſioners, and as further information may be obtained. 


Wb 


DRAUGHT 


© 338 3 


DRAUGHT of Varvartion-Book of the County of 
Roxburgh, formed upon the Principles laid down in 


the foregoing Analyſis. 
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PRE SBVYT ERV or JEDBURGH. | 
22. EeERRCeeCERCGCCCS—CCOCCCCC—nl_ — i 
1 

IE TE D BURGH, comprehending Langtoun Lachlands, fi 
15 zerly in Cavers Pariſh. Fl 


1 
[by 
if 
91 


175 
Ie 
9 


3 I 


—_— wa ” 


A CERERS of Caſllewordfield and Maiſindieu, | 4 
| Ninety-one acres in theſe fields, at L. 8 per acre, — L. 728 o 0 11 
Acerers of Hyndhouſefield and Boongatecrofts, j 1 | 
Sixty acres and three roods in theſe fields, at L. 10 per acre, - 607 10 © : 
Acerers of Fedburgh/ide and Hawickgate, | Y k 
Twenty-two acres in theſe fields, at L. 10 per acre, > 30 0.6 10 
Thomas Waugh, Eſq; of Hagburn, ; 1 
Fourtcen acres and a-half in Caſtlewoodfield, formerly belonging as 
to Provoſt Frame, at L. 8 per acre, - 110-0 0 hy; 
Sixteen acres in Caſtlewoodfield and Maiſondieu, 4 
which belonged to his father, at L. 8 per acre, 128 0 Mi 
Six acres in Caltlewoadficld and Maiſondieu, which = if 
| belonged to his mother, at L. 8, - 48 0 © WH. 
Two acres in Caſtlewoodfield, which belonged to J. i | 
Aitken, at L. 8, | 16 0 © 1 
Three acres in Caſtlewoodfield, which ee to | Li 
John Rutherford, at L. 8, - - 24.0 © 4 
Twenty: nine acres in Caftlewoodfield, which belong- x *: j 
ed to Marquis of Lothian, at L. 8, 8 212-0 0 1 | 
Two acres and a-half in Caſtlewoodfield, which be- 1 0 
longed to Lord Marchmont, at 1. 8, - 0 0 4 
Six acres in Maiſondieu, which Wee to Mar- 
quis of Lothian, at l. 8, 43 0 0 


Eighteen acres three roods in Hyndhouſefield and 
Boongatecrofts, which belonged to Marquis of 
Lothian, at L. o, - - 187 10 © 
Eighteen acres two roods in Jedburghſide and | 
Hawickgate, which belonged to Marquis of er, 


„ 8c 06 
Thirteen acres in Hawiek e which belonged 1 to 
Marquis of Lothian, at L. 10, 139 0 © 

Six acres in Jedburghſide and Hawickgate, 1 
belonged to James Riddell, at L. 10, - 60-4. 


Two acres and a-half in Jedburghſide and Hawick- | 
gate, which belonged to James Chiſholm, at L. 1o, 25 o © 
Part of James Henderſon's lands in Langtoun, - TL 8 


| — T9414 x 
L1 | - Carried over, — L. 2776 4 5 


—+4- » 
2 
ons 


0 =p flere ys We th — 
Le — — 


—— — I 


B wnanx Ht tht. oats 


- — 
n 2 


14 5 a — Ads ebooks a 3 Fenn mm- B tarot il << __ a 
— „ — ns 5 4 e pon — — —— — &ws 3 * - — 


" 4 * p 
— by = — * — 2 — 2 3 3 A * * * 3 * * a a 
n ö " — * a p n - 
— . ** 8 2 o 4 r og Bog * — K 2 a a — 3 age * * * ** ay 
- ” * ” * 2 —4 —— * of — 2 2 * 
- ” as > 2p 3 ö 1 — a 


( 34 


Brought over, — L. 2776 4 5 


Marquis of Lothian, 
Over Crailling, - IL. 1969 4 6 
Mill and mill-lands of Fairnicherſt, L. „„ ns 
Incloſures of Fairnieherſt, — 240 2 0 
Pichedhill-haugh, - 20 14 © 
Aſh-haugh, - 0 23 7 & 
Brae-head, — „ 
The ſuperiority of theſe liferented by 
J. Shaw Stewart, Eſq; of Greenock, — 442 19 6G 
Part of Fairnieherſt called Kerr's-haugh, liferented by 
Archibald Bogle merchant in Glaſgow, - "et 146 
Part of ditto called Blackftonhaugh, liferented by 
Robert Ainſlie of Lares, — - 28 19 6 
Fairnieherſt - park, liferented by Thomas Smith writer 
in Edinburgh, - 204 18 9g 
Howden, liferented by Thomas Forreſt writer in 
Douglas, - - - 247 12 © 
Gilliſtongues, 66 o o 
Part of the teinds of Caltlewoodfield, which FIR 
merly belonged to Thomas Ainſlie, - 60 0 o 
Teinds of Hyndhouſefield and Boongatecrofts, 300 © O 
Teinds of Jedburghſide, 216 © 0 
N er 
John Boll, | 
Four acres and a-half in Caſtlewoodfield, at L. 8 the acre, - 


** 
— 


Walter Amos, | 
One acre in Maiſondieu, formerly Thomas Waugh's, - 


71— 


William Caverhill, 


— — 


Eight acres in Hyndhouſefield and Boongatecrofts, at L. 10 per acre, 


6—— 


George Boll, 
Five acres in Hyndhouſefield and Boongatecrofts, at L. 10 per acre, 


James Potts writer Fedburgh, 


| Three acres in Hyndhouſefield and Boongatecrofts at L. 10 per acre, 


———— — —— 
—— »—éê 
W — — * 
— 2 — 


John Rutherfoord Ainſlie, E/q; of Samieſton, p 
The ſeven merk-land of Samieſton, L. 333 6 8 


Teinds thereof, - 56 0 O 
— 389 6 8 
Springfield, being fix acres and a half in Hianeug- | 
field and Boongatecrofts, at L. 10 per acre, 6r:.Q:.0 
Allerlywell, being two acres in Hyndhouſefield and 
Boongatecrofts, at L. 10 per acre, = 20 © 0 
Duke of Buccleugh, 3 
Lands in Langtoun, — EL ih - 


* 


3942 11 


80 © 


50 o 


2 
O 
© 


474 6 8 


220 0 0 


Carried forward, — IL. 7617 2 4 


C 008-1 


Brought forward, — L. 7617 2 4 


FamesgPortecus, 
Lands in Langtoun, - - 


© 26 0 © 


— — 


Walter Hunter of Polmood, Eſq. 
Lord Cranſtoun's lands in Langtoun, 


a 40 © 0 


William Douglas of Timpendean, ug. 


Six huſband-lands of Timpeandean, L. 158 o 
Lands of Timpendean, liferented in 


1643 by John Douglas's widow, 260 


Lands in Langtoun acquired betwixt 1678 and 1707, 


Lands in Langtoun purchaſed from Capt. Scott, 


oO 0 


418 ©. 8 
149 0 O 
209 & © 


Pawan 


866 o o 


Mr George Dick/or's Truſtees, 


Part of Alexander Ferguſſon's lands in Langtoun, called Lanton-hall, 


01-12 © 


William Hall, 


Part of Alexander Ferguſſon's lands in Langtoun, 


— _ _ 


Robert Ainſlie of Lares, f 
Part of James Henderſon's lands in Langtoun, „ [: 
Part of Capt. Scott's lands in Langtoun, - 105 14 9 . 0 
— 12217 © ij 
Robert Scott, 70 
Part of james Henderſon's lands in Langtoun, — 36 13 4 j 
Thomas Ogilvie, Eſq; of Cheſters, i 
Langtoun- mill, — - L. 33 6 8 jj 
Part of Weſtfield of Langtoun, ou 18 13 11 i} 
Lands next the mill-lands, - 1 41 8 10 19 
. i 
- : 22211 | 
George Black of Menſleſs, | 
M,anſion-houſe, garden, and parks of Langtoun, L.4o o o 3 
Langtoun Cow-park, - - 29 18 3 l 
| _ 69 18 3 ſi 
Thomas Brown, 
Nether Croft of Langtoun, 3 - - 47 4 2 


Thomas Rutherford of Knowſouth, younger, 


Weſtfield of Langtoun, excluſive of that part belonging to 


Cheſters, - - 


Langtoun Ladylands, formerly in Cavers pariſh, 


Part of Langtoun muir, - a 
Part of teinds of Langtoun, 7 


L. 88 o o 


10 0 0 
19 18 10 
714 7 


_ hs A 


EI 


125 13 5 


Carried over, — L. 9121 17 11 
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Brought over, — L. 9121 17 11 


John Madaers Heirs, 4 
Lands in Langtoun, — - L. 279 13 4 
Teinds thereof, - - 17 0 3 
| _— 293 0 0 


r 


— — 


William Turnbull, 
Lands in Langtoun formerly George Rutherford's, - 1 


— — _— — —_— 


Mm 


Andrew Madder, 
Part of lands in Langtoun formerly belonging to 


John Madder, - L. 97 0: 0 
Teinds thereof, - - [43 0. 8 
_ —L.110 6 8 
Lands in Langtoun alſo acquired from John Madder, 30 o 0 | 
—— 140 6 8 
William Black, 
Nether Wells, of Stock, . - E 
Teinds thereof, — - 26-13 4 
| F 260 O Oo 
Pons Pearſon, 
Hardenpeil, of Stock, 4 „„ 
Teinds thereof, — 13 6 8 | 
| — —— „„ 
Tomas Ainſlie, E/q. 


Overwells, Stock and Teind, - 0 „„ 


John Davidſon, Eig. of Halltree, 


William Turnbull's coat-houſe and ſtable, - - 4 15 
John Aitken's coat-houſe, - „„ 


Thickſide, and part of Oldhall par k, - L.138 45.3 
Oldball, excluſive of part of Os - 137 4.8 
Ryerig, 117 18 5 
Sheep- park, Wood. par k, Little Burn— park, and 
Oldhall houſes, - - „ 
Howdenbracs plantation, — — i177 0 
Chapmanſide and Achyknow, - 140 14 4 
Plantation ſouth of Oldwood- park, - * 14 8 
Poundfauld, - - - 8. 6:8 
Large Prior Meadow, and coat- houſes at Bridge-end, 76 16 7 
| Broombrae, - - - 13 14 6 
Park above Broombrae, - - 9 19 2 
Staineyſhill coat-houſe and barn, - 19-19 2 
Garden and houſes at Bridge-end, - 6 
Stewartfield incloſure, comprehending Frankſhole, 112 4 8 
Burn-park, 8 - - 27 4:0 
Little Prior Meadow and Burncroft, - 41 o 6 
Barncroft and orchard, | - - 36 18 5 
Mungeon park, 46 9 10 
Old Garden, ot - - 16 8 8 
John Selkirk's coat-houſe at Bridge-end, w . eG arah 
Daniel Govan's coat-houſe there, - 2 14 8 
James Scott's coat-houſe there, - 2-8-0 
8 
8 


Carried forward, — L. 1077 6 L. 10263 17 11 
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Brought forward, 


— L. 1077 6 


N. B. The foregoing twenty-four Articles compoſe the 
Eſtate now known by the name of Stewart- 
field, but was formerly called Hartrig, Thirle- 


fide, and lands in Ulſton. 


Mm 


L. 10263 1711 


William Haſwell's lands in Ulſton, 104 4 Þ 
Francis Haſwell's lands in Ulſton, 104 4 6 
Adam Haſwell's lands in Ulſton, 104 4 6 
James Madder's lands in Ulſton, - W713 + | 
))) 8 1416 12 10 
George Fair, 
Houſe at Bridgend held feu of Mr Davidſon, formerly compre- 
hended in the eſtate of Stewartfield, - - 1 4 
Adam Keir, Eſq; 
Ranaldſton, Renniſton, or Renaldburn, - - 200 0 06 
Dube of Roxburgh, 
Lands in Samiefton, formerly Robert Davidſon's, L. 233 6 8 
Lands in Samieſton, formerly Walter Gladſtain's, 233 6 8 
Brunden or Brundenlaws, - 40 0 
| — — 8566 13 4 
Robert Douglas, 
Lands in Ulſton, formerly Adam Douglas's, L. 40 0 o 
Lands in Ulſton, formerly William Douglas's, 40 © o 
Archibald Douglas of Douglas, Eſq, 
Swinnie, Standilane, and Old W of lines L.4c0 o 0 
Linthaughlee, 160 0 o 
Teinds of theſe lands, = 66 13 4 
n 626 13 4 
Archibald Douglas of Adderflon, Eſa; , 
Bankend, of Stock, B. 533 6 8 
Teinds of Bankend and Hawickgate, 68 
Part of Teinds of Caſtlewoodfield, - 106 13 4 
| — 6 
John Rutherford, E/q; of Hunthill, 3 
Hunthill, , L. 1133 6. 8 
John Rutherford i in nn ROW - 323 6. 8 1 
———_ 1166 1 
John Rutherford of Edgerſton, Eſq; g = 
Edgerſton, " h je 2310 3 4 
Patrick Kerr of Abbotrule,” Eſt; | 
Part of the Teinds of Muirfield acres, - „ 6 
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Admiral John Elliot, 
Mounthooly, - th 1.740 7 7 
Woodend, Roundhaughb, and Newmill, 617 4 8 
5 1357 12 3 
Archibald Ferdon of Bonjedward, Bla: 
Eaſt end of Bonjedward-mains, and others, the ſuperiority x where- 
of is liferented by : L. 406 t i 
Weſtmains of Bonjedward and others, liferented by 
5 N 407 18 9 
Bonjedward farm, mill, mill-lands, and others, life- 
rented by - n 
Aſhiebank, Cray s- park, and others, liferented by 7; 
- 406 5 8 
Paſture- ground beweſt Hunknow-park town, Sheep- 
Fig, &c. liferented by £- a04 16. © 
Horſe- park at Bonjedward-houſe, Sunnybrae- par 
and others, liferented by | Rr” 406 8 8 
— 7 4 
Sir FO Scott of Ancrum, Bart. 
Haugh on North fide of Teviot, ——— on of the eſtate of 
Bonjedward, - - - 1 
John Reid, i 
Piece of ground laid into Simpſon's Vets, formerly part of the 
_ eſtate of Bonjedward, - - - 8 T 10 2 
James Fair writer Fedburgh, 
Langlee, - 8 8 L.it7 8 4 
Old Jedburgh, and Teinds of Birnirig and Ulſton, 250 18 4 
—— 408 6 8 
Thomas Robſon, | | | | | 
Birnirig, - - = 85 7 £3 0 $ 
Burgh of Fedburgh, | 
The three mills of Jedburgh, 8 - - 333 6 8 


n 


John Carre, Ela: of Caverr, ' ; 


Rattenraw, Greypeil, and Major” s. park, kernel! by George 
Stewart, Eſq; Grantully, 5 L. 382 11 10 
Hundalee-mill, mill- lands, and lands in Mr Carre's 
poſſeſſion at the time of the disjunction in 1779, 
liferented by Robert Ainſlie, Eſq; of Lares, 382 11 10 


Headfaulds and Hundaleemuir, liferented by Thomas 


Forreſt writer in Douglas, - 198 7 1 
ws | TT — 953 8 9 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Jedburgh, — 8 — 6 10 


” 
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II. PARISH or HOWNAM. 


Doxx i ROXBURGH, 
Lands which belonged to the Family in 1678, and in Valuation- 


Book 1707 called Thomas Kerr's lands, 
Other lands which belonged to the Family in 1678, 
L. 200 0 0 
200 0 0 


Half of Beirhope, - 


Half of Beirhope, formerly Ad. Elliot's, 


Andrew Pringle's lands in Hownam, 


Hownam-mill, - 
Houthcoat, or Southcoat-Grange, 
Greenhills, — 


Kirkraw, — | 5 


Grange, mill, - 
Stapleſide, or Steephillſide, 
Capehope, * 
Eiſtonſide or Eidenſide 
Sharplaw, - 


Weſt Grange, and Burwinds or Burwans, 


Thomas Kerr's lands in Hownam, 


'L. 220 © 


233 13 
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Marquis of Lothian, 

Nether Chatto and Nettleſcleugh, - 
Alexander Kerr, Eig. of Chatto, 

Over Chatto, Hangitſhaw, Gateſhawfield, and Pennymwir, 


Dr Guflavus Brown, 


Mainſide, R 


pI” 


Charles Kerr, Eſq; 


Bughtrig and Cuthbertſhope, 


Philogar, . . 


Sir John Riddell of Riddell, Bart. 


Mrs Margaret Henderſon , ſpouſe to Michael Marſhall, 


Whitton, - 1 


Pp" "TOES 
„„ 


W- — 


Davidſon's lands in Hownam, 


„ — — 


William Gibſon of Hownam-Grange, 


Hownam-Grange, - 


_ 
—_— 

— — 
— 


1217 O 


158 


* 


Total Valuation 


of Pariſh of Hownam, — L. 11141 
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PARISH Or OX NAM. 


Doxx e ROXBURGH, 


Part of the : Templelands, 


Barony of Plenderleath, - L. 3926 13 4 
Part of Swinſide, which was liferented by William 
Elliot, 1 - Ea: 358 1 
Remainder of Swinſide, - 1241 10 10 | 
———— 1600 o o h 
_ L. 5526 13 4 
Marquis of Lothian, 
The lands which belonged in 1643 to Lady Yeſter, excluſive of 
Middleknows, — 3 27560 19 4 
Middleknows, - - - 033 [6/8 
Ladfield, - | - 380 0 0 
Riccaltoun, - — $33 © $ 
Part of Templelands, - h 
— 6375 10 8 
. a - £ ' 
William Ritkerfird of 22 
Fala, - - - 360-0 © 
John Buckham, | 
Quarrelbuſh, Foulſheils, Highyeards, and Black hill, - 353 6 8 
George Douglas, Eſq; of Cavers, | 
Cunzierton, - . 8 
Harkers, or Harcarſe, - 66 13 4 
_ 506 13 4 
John Rutherford, Ela; of Karel, 
Overton, - W 
Stotfield and the Natrdv, - - 466 13 4 | 
x "003 9 0 
& 
Robert Thom on, | 
« - - 26 0 0 


Toa Valuation of Pariſh of . 3 


Te 14101 10 8 
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IV. PARISH or ECKFORD. 


| * 
DUKE er ROXBURGH, © 
Caverton, Caverton-mill, Caverton-mains, Pringleſtead, and Ceſs- 
ford, - - L. 4485 0 0 
Hoſpital. lands, - - $33 v8 
Lands in Eckford Townfoot, fairly belonging | "bf 
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to Andrew Young, - - 166 13 4 4 
Hardie's-croft, - - 100 O o 4 
Marchcleugh, - - 280 0 oO | f 
Prieſtcroft or Shankfoot, - - 38 0 0 | þ 

— L.203 0-6 1 


[ 

x 
_ . L 4 
| 1 kt: 
31 
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Alexander Rerr, Eſq; of Chatto, 


William Elliot, Elq; of W 2 | 1 | 9 | a 


Ormſton, - - - 855 © © 14 


Duke of Buccleugh, | 
Barony of Eckford, comprehending Weſter Moſſes. Græmslaw, 


Eaſter and Weſter * Moſs Tower, and mill of Eckford, 
1 C 


Teinds, 8 8 — 1000 © 0 
Three quarters of a land in Græmslaw, formerly 85 
belonging to Ormſton, - - 1-6 0 
— 2207 & 8 
William Niſbet Eig.: of Dirleton, 
Monſmains, 38 — L. 350 o 0 


Part of the teinds thereof which be- 
longed to the Earl of Lothian, 77 0 


Remainder of the teinds thereof, J 
„ 40. 


Lands of formerly belonging to Sir 


Thomas Kerr, L 3% © @6: 


Teinds thereof, - 21-0..0 | 85 | 111. 
OE 407, 0 © _ 47 
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Alexander Chatto, 05 77 alen, 
Mainhouſe, | 5 - 33 0: 6 


Archibald Verden Bonj eduard, | | 
Lene, Eckford-Kirkhank, and Sandilands, = 233 6 8 


* — — 
* 


David M*Dougal, 3 1 4 ite \ 4 LET 38 1 3 * * 4. 
Hutt, — co - - * - 168 0 © 


Ton Valuation of Par n of Eckford. — 2 11207 13 4 
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V. PARISH ox CRAILLING. 


—_—_— 2 


** — 


MAR NU ff LOTHIAN, 

1 Nether Nifbet, — - L. 559 o o 

1 : Over Niſbet, - 5 88 

| Plewaland and Abbeyland of Niſbet, - 170 © 0 

| Spittal, now called Yiount Teviot, 1 1183 6 8 

1 Spittal or Mount Teviot mill, 420 © © 
\ | Teinds of Niſbet and Mount Teviot, - 1400 © O 
| | - Groſs valuation, — L. 4368 6 8 
4 | Deduce ſtipend, $10 0 0 
#$ L. 3842 6 8 
| n . 
il l TWalter Hunter, Eſq; of Polmood, 
} Crafting, £ * - I. 4420 0 © 
= Keidheugh, - y 8 
1 Harie Haſwell's lands, . 96 o © 
| , OY on 
il - A 
"th | 
16 nes Cranſfloun, 
i Laird Wood's lands, - - — . 0 o 
N 
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VI. PARISH or SOUTHDEAN, or CHEST ERS, 
Comprehending part of Abbotrule Pariſh, now ſuppreſſed. 


ARCHIBALD DOUGLAS of Douglas, Eſq; | 

| Lordſhip of Jedforreſt, | — . | L. 4441 13 4 
Cornelius Elliot, Eſa; of Welie, 

Woollie, - * 1000 © © 
Adam Scott of Aſptrees, 18 | | 

Aſhtrees, 3 - - 1 33 6 $8 
Patrick Kerr of Abbotrule, Eſq; | | 

Abbotrule, - - - L. 405 4 8 

Grange, 396 0 0 


Lands which —_ to the Rentallers of Abborrule, 139 0 0 | 
—— 940 4 8 


Toa Valuatioa of Pariſh of Southdean « or e Cheſters, — L. 6415 4 8 
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VII. PARISH or CA VERS. 


Excluſive of Lanton and Haſſendean Ladylands laid Into the Pariſhes 
of Fedburgh and Manto. 


Mutlu ELIOT, Eg, of Wells, 
Wells, - - - n L. 214 10 O0 


Archibald Douglas, E/q; of Adderſton, 1 N 7 1 


W EE EIEGINY 
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George 8 Eſq; of Cavers, 
Barony of Cavers, and Teinds, - L. 4900 6 
Lands formerly belonging to Lord Cranſtoun, 1850 13 
Lands formerly belonging to William Douglas, 19g © 
Lands formerly belonging to Turnbull of Tour, 104 O 
Lands formerly belonging to Lady Summington, 200 © 
Lands formerly belonging to Mr William M*Gill, 100 o 


O O O co 
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Sir Francis Ellist of Stobbe, Bart. | 7 0 
Stobbs, — L. 1633 
Lymiecleugh, - 2 „ 
Tena acquired from Douglas of Cavers, = - 400 


© © O 
0 © o 


Thomas Currer of Ormſton, Eig. : 
Ormſton, — - - 5 - 075 15 4 


, go 
an - 


William Dickſon of Orchard, Eig. | _ . 
Orchard, MY - * 2 e 310 8 0 


5 


William Scott of Burnhead, *. 5 
Huntliknows, - . 254 4 8 
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George Potts, Eſq; 
Carlanrickrig, - — - 306 13 4 


Scott, Ry: | 
. I ODIN — — 123 6 $8 


e 7 1 Nn rr 7 


John Elliot, E/q; 
Binks, - — - - — 300 0 0 


Gideon Pott, Eſq; | ET 
Dodrig, or Dod, a - 5 2 130 0 0 


— 


Carried over, — L. I 3034 
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Brought over, — L. 13034 10 o 


Duke of Buccleugh, 
Lands which pertained to Earl of Buccleugh in 1643, L. 4093 6 8 
Lands then pertaining to Scott of Mangerſton, 1000 o o 
Scott of Gowdielands lands, 0 400 0 Oo 
Dockcleugh, - = 140 0 0 
Stobitcoat, - - 260 0 0 
Huathill, - - 50 © Oo 


5943 6 8 


—— __ 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Cavers, — L. 18977 16 8 
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VIII. PARIS H or KIRK TO UN. 
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S FRANCIS ELLIOT of Stebbs, Bart. 


Windington and Windington-hall, L. 120 2 10 


—— — bg 
n « © 47 200 
N > Wh; We , 
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N Windington-mill and mill- lands, 62 19 9 
4 Horſley, - « $36-12 3 
4 Part of Te-ourn or Th called Smithfield- haugh, 15 10 0 
10 Te- ourn or Turn excluſive of Smithfield- -haugh, „ 
7 Part of Arcient or Acreknow, poſſeſſed 1 in 1779 by 

. William Whillands, 32 8 

Remainder of Acreknow, Hunthill, and Abbot s-acre, 151 211 
Birkwood, — - = | 58 3 
Windingtonrig, "1 - - 319 14 6 
Upper and Nether Dodburn, . Cn 
Newtoun and Whithillbrae, 0 e 
Barns, =_— - - 193 15 6 


— — L.1846 13 4 


' Garg Douglas, Eſq; of Cavers, 


Kirktoun, Effledge, Whitrigs, and Eaſter Middle, j 
Archibald Salas Eſa; of Alderſon, | 
Adderſtonlees, __ -t 200. © -0 
Adderſtonſheils, PE « 700 0 0 
— — 900 o 0 


* — _ 


Anthony Turnbull, Eq; 
Tofts, ——— - : G 
Total Valuation of Pariſh of Kirktoun, — L. 4526 13 4 


300 0 © 


PARISH 
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IX. PARISH or HAWICK, 
Excluſive of Lands laid into the New Pariſh of Roberton. 


Dyoxx r BUCCLEUGH, 


Barony of Branxholm, L. 4693 


Huſband- lands in Hawick, with mill and cuſtoms, 
Weſter Weens, - - 
Falnaſh and Hairgrain, 1 A 
Harwood, - — "i 
Teinſide, - 8 5 
Altoncrofts and Allintoun, otherways called Allin- 
haugh, - | - - 
Longhaugh-water, . 
Crumhaugh-hutt and Blickcleugh, — 
Larehope, - « 
Meikle and Little Whitlaws, 5 
Haly's land, or Hill's land, — . 


2020 


179 
684 


40 


426 


110 
166 


1 


13 
O 


2 99 0 


SAA A 


Mrs Eliott of Borthwickbrae, 


Flex, - — - 


Thomas Turnbull, Eſq; of Fenwick, 


Fenwick, - L. 100 


Part of Weenſland, 3 5 
Part of Mr Patrick Cunningham's lands i in Hawick, 
Ditto ditto, . 


35 


0 
18 


15 14 


21 19 


* e R n 9 r 
1 . 


26 1 T. 8 

Hiſlop and Ramſaycleugh, OS 5 2 

Turnbull, 8% of Rafbiegrain, 

Raſhiegrain and Commonbrae, 3 Y 
John Horde, 

Part of Weenſland, 8 - 5 
James Dickſon, | 

Part of Weenſland, - 4 R 


* 


— Eee ae amt... — 


William Dickſon, £/q; of Orchard, 


Part of Weenſland, firſt purchaſed by William Irvine, L. 2 3 19 


Part of ditto, afterwards purchaſed by ditto, = 
Part of ditto, which belonged to Adam Ormſton, 


23 
41 


8 
0 


Archibald Dickſon, Eſq; of Horſelybill, 
Part of Weenſland, = - . 


10078 3 7 


— — 


114 10 9 


183 11 171 


549 4 © 


19 13 7 


88 8 4 


33.5. 6 


O Q | I. Carried over, — L. 171370 2 7 
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| Brought over, — L. 11370 2 8 
Walter Irvine, Ts 
Part of Weenſland, = FEW . - 1 3 
George Douglas, Eſq; of Gavers, | | 
Part of Weenſland, called Haugh-head, - - 27 6 8 
George Oliver, 
Burnflatt, - — — 0 - 40 0 0 
John Scott, 
Part of Patrick Cunningham's lands, . Fa 10 19 © 
Walter Scott, 
Part of Patrick Cunningham's lands, — s FF é 
Ferwart of Hawick, 
Particates of Hawick, « WM — ä 97 © o 


* 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Hawick, — UL. 11591 11 © 


X. PARISH or WILTON, 


Excluſive of Lands laid into the New Pariſh of Roberton, and com- 


prebending Part of Haſſendean Pariſh, now ſuppreſſed. 


YR 8 


Dux i BUCCLEUGH, 
Eaſter and Weſter Groundiſton and Drinkſton, L. 2440 o o 
Lands then belonging to Scott of Hartwoodmyres 
in 1643, - - JM 26 3 4 
Stouglie, or Stouſlie, - - „„ 
Teinds of lands formerly in Haſſendean pariſh, laid 
into Wilton, - - 232 6 8 
Bonraw, — - - 223 16 8 
Half of Burnfoot, - - 156 0 © 
Other half of Burnfoot, E - 156 0 0 
. 
Jelm Fohnfton, Eſq; of Alva, | 
Whitfield, nano - - ” — 352 
De William Scott, 
Breiryhole, = - - - 81 


3 10 


Carried forward, — L. 3735 


6 ® 
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Brought forward, — L. 3735 6 o 


George Haliburton, 
William Tudhope's lands, purchaſed from Langlands, - 25: 0 © 
Mrs Shortreid, 
Northcroft, purchaſed from ditto, - - 20 O 
James Scott of Silverbootball, 
Eaſter Heap, or Silverboothall, purchaſed from Hits: - 80 o 
John Tomlin's Heirs, a 
Waulkmill of Rough-heugh, from ditto, V 
Part of Rough-heugh, from ditto, G g--0- © 
— 31 6 
Robert Scott, | 
Corn-mill of Rough-heugh, from ditto, - — 26 9 
James Knox, | 
Part of Rough-heugh, from ditto, - LIM in 2 
Hector Blaickie, 
Part of Rough-heugh, from ditto, — 4 9 o 
Robert Oliver, © | 
Part of Rough-heugh, from ditto, . - - 16 11 
Archibald Ormſlon, 
Howland's incloſure, from ditto, - — ty 16-0 
James Hart, 
Part of Rough-heugh, from ditto, - = io. 0-8 
Adam and George Eaftons, 
Part of ditto, from ditto, - - 8 11 
Walter Scott 1 | 
Part of ditto, from ditto, = - 10 18 
William Robertſon, : TT 
Part of ditto, from ditto, - 8 8 10 18 6 
T homas Eliate, Fi. of Langlands, 
Half barony of Wilton called Langlands, excluſive of the above 
lands disjoined ; but including Calaburn and ſundry incloſures 
in Rough-heugh, ſold to other perſons, but not yet disjoined, 278 12 8 


John Scott, E 5 of W hitehaugh, 
Whitehaugh, now called Weſter Whitehaugh, L. 448 10 o 


Weſter Heap, now called Eaſter Whitehaugh, 200 0 O 


— 648 10 0 


Carried over, — L. 4043 FY 1 
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/ ; 
Brought over, — L. 6 8 
Thomas Turnbull Eſq; of K now's N 5 g 4943 


Alton, or Auldtoun, - L. 220 o 0 
Part of Weſter Clarilaw, - - 65 Oo © 
Appletrechall Townhead, - - 200 0 
3 1 Joo" © 0 
William Scott, Eſg: of Burnhead, | 
Burnhead, - - L. 156 o o 
Part of Weſter Clarilaw, - _ 117 0 o 
Penickhill, - - - 420 © 
Mewmaw, or Milmae, commonly called Lees, 9 
Appletrechall Townfoot and Crawhill, - 417 0 O 
5 a | e 784 © 0 


Rev. Mr Robert Scott, Inverleithen, 


Cowdhouſe, or Coldhouſe, - - L. 420 o o 
Tanlaw, or Tandlaw, - 3 40 0 0 
f —— 80 o o 
Thomas Turnbull, Eſq; of Fenwick, 
Breiry-yeards, or Bridie-yeards, - L. 260 0 0 
Hornſhole, - — - 100 0 O 
— v7 
Archibald Douglas, E/q; of Adderſion, 
Meidſheilds, - - „ - 23 „„ 


William Irvine of Newton, 
Newton, or Chamberlain Newton, — 5 233 0 0 


— — 78 
N 


Alexander and Roberi Potts, Ears. 


A £ - - 8 0 0 
John Chiſholm, Eſq; of Stirches, 
Stirches, or Stirkſhaws, - - - 4 214 _ 


„ . r 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Wilton, — I. 7 348 16 8 


——— | — 


XI. PARISH or MINT o, 


Comprebending part of Haſſendean Pariſh now ſuppreſſed, and 
Ladylands formerly in Cavers Pariſh, 


— _—_—_ — 9 — — 9 — — — „„ 
N 9 


8 GILBERT ELLIOT of Minto, Bart. 
Lands round Minto-houſe, «- UL. 72 17 6 


Hillhouſe-park, - 32 ig 10 
Garden and Nurſery, WE 21 19 3 
Coach and Spoutburn-parks, - 43 14 6 
Farm of Cleugh-head, - og 6 4 


Carried forward, — L. 280 11 5 


IJ 
— 


* — . — — 
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Brought forward, — L. 280 11 xo 
Cow-park, - i 43 14 6 
Fowledge park, and one north of it, 45 10 11 
Hillend-parks, 0 2 733 19:08 
Houſe and yard-policy, - 1.16.8 | 
Ditto-porter's lodge, « 1 16. 5 
Houſe and yard at Hillend, 1 
Ditto at ditto, - = . - 10:8 7 
Ditto at ditto, - . 1106-3 
Drythrople and Foun - 3 12 10 
Kip's park, — — 1 
1.55% 9 10 

Lamb. lairs and Plantations, the ſuperiority whereof 09% 

is liferented by Alexander Aliſon v writer in Edin- 

burgh, | a E | « 1190) i 23 on! 
Southcroft-park, | - „„ cod be 
. . Hopſe-park, = ED > 6 it & DOBIVI ST; 
Quickſand-park, 83 13-2 
Quarter of Whirfcld-houſe and Nerth- Ts PPE A EE OI 

croft- park, 5 $2 2 © 5 
Templecroft and Notmanſhot, 76 16 8 . 
Langlands and quarter of Whitfield, +1 3:06 | 555 
Howden and quarter of Whitfield, T 
Quarter of Whitfield and Houſe, „„ . 
Weſter Southcroft and houſe, - 43 18 2 
Houſe and yard poſſeſſed in 1779 V 5 

James Cunningham, JJ ͤͤͤ ) 
Houſe and yard then Sm by Toner . D t89baite! 

King, . CCC 
Ditto then oſſeſſod by Time Temple, 116 7 „ 
. . ˙ 1 9 
Ditto by John Smeal, — 1 5 
Ditto by Janet Brown, 116 7 NK N 
Ditto by Robert Henderſon, £16 3 -- e 
Ditto by John Turnbull. 1 16 . Zement 
Ditto by Walter Kerr, - 5 t 4 © tenet 
Ditto by Alexander Neil, - 1.16 7 = 
Ditto by William Raton, 3 


The ſuperiority of theſe articles life- 


rented by the Rev. Mr Robert Elliot. — —— 1 ul . 


3 of Minto Hills, : L. 365 "> 10 Dad 
Hawthorn-park, 4 * r P — 
Mailcheſter-park, — . 

Liferented by the late Lord Weſthall. - 5 =; 1438 0 . 
Farm of Kaims, - L319 0 2: 
 Raimlide-park, - — = gin 
Muir-park, . 29 4 0 
Ninto-muif-5 de tie do no 127 . 1 

Liferented = Dalrymple. —— 441 13 3 
Farm of Craigs, - r HK. 
Mill-banks, P OE : 
Haugh be · eaſt Spittal-road, Om G65 14 © ; 
Three parks of Craigend, - rac 18 7 
Craigend-haugh, - TT $9 
* nvongh, — - 45 19 10 
- Houſe and yard, - 116 6 

_ Liferented by Sir John Stewart of 

Allanbank. - — 421 18 11 


P p Carried over, — L. 2334 15 6 
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| Brought over, + L. 2334 15 6 


Lillielaw-park, . L. 92 19 8 9 
Squarehaugh- park, ONS 65 v3 9 
Lakeshaugh, N 36 9 10 
Mainſhaugh, — - St-17 2 
Longhangh, =? ©! i= 36 2 
Five Bankend-parks, - © = = 4 
Other Five — log 9 
One ditto, | I2 I5 
Nutbank, -. 1 %%% 
Hutcher's River-ſide, - 1 16 
Houſe and yaed, Fo. 07 t 16 
Liferented by Robert Testeo of Buſh. ———— 32 27 1 


— ᷣU 


HJ OO 


Valuation of Bareny (being che wats of the Old 
Pariſh) of Minto, . -= - I. 2768 13 4 
Newlands, 5 . % 0 © 0 2 
Ng — L. 2848 13 4 


12 4 , N 
12 — a 5.6 8 _ 4 
— : 


Duke of Roxburgh, ny a, op. 
Haſſendean-bank, e „ L. 550 0 © 


Cockerheugh, 1 1 Fo 52 20 
Part of Haſſendean Lahhande, | get 189 8 


| 


3 * 4 


ty Ih >: 
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Duke of Buccleugh, "FLY 2 . ag go (71 
Haſſendean, ON? L. 533. 6. 8 
Six acres of Haſſendean Ladylands _— 46 8 


bl. 
— — 
A 


David Simpſon, L£/q;, of Kum, o 
Know, | E 227 TY 0 
Thomas Gray of Alton' IOY now nay Know _ 


Rr 441 8 © 
N 8 . rr I - 


Archibald Dickſon, „„ + rode ff ni on fi gs nd: 
Southend of Horſlichill, = - . 255 © © 


n 


a 2 . 2 * 2 * 1 — 
— - — - — * 
* 4 — ” AS —_— > —ůͤ * 
1 8 * r — — — * * 


vt » „ 
n 
OS 
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Robert Dictfon;, Eſq; of Huntlaw, 5 „ cg 
Nerthend of Horch, GS E. 392 ©'& 
Huntlaw, - {fp - 66 13 4 c | 
; . —— ne 449 13 4 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Mioro — * 5163 3 4 


7 JF 


-_ # * 
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XII. PARISH or ANCRUM, 
Comprehending the Old Pariſh of Langnewton, now ſuppreſſed. 


tw. — a 44. 4. a4. nod „ — 4 m * —_ 


— — — — 


S FOHN SCOTT of Ancrum, Bart. 


Pataechill, - - L. 182 6 8 
Garſetlaw, - - — 114 9 6 
Woodhead, 1 274 3 le 
Mill-park, - SO - 81 18 3 
Lawn-park, Dovecoat-park, garden and orchard, 
Cunningbrae and pertinent = 09 15 ® 
_ Howden, - . 214 3 2 
Skaa, Braidlaw and croft, two parks, and houſes | | 
and yards at Bell's-butts, 8 —_— . 2 
Trowpenny, and part of Bell's-butts, — 138 0 6 
Hairſtains, 1 - 1 2123 9 4 - 
Mill-lands and multures, * - R 
Houdmanſhaugh, -. 5 W014 47: 
Barn-park, - - „„ 
Four houſes and = at Bell 3 > F 
Kirkhaugh-parks, | - . 53 o 0 
Orchard- park, | Eu Bart, mae cd 
Townhead or Belts-butts-parky eee T8) 30 2 8 
Caſtlehill- park, — ee 343 Tp uy e | 
Provoſt-park, - . „ 0 4401 2 
881 25 | 2338 5 8 
Alexander Knight, . 
Part of the barony of Over Ancrum, feued from Sir John Set. 
proprietor of the remainder of the barony, Ee „ 


John Carre, Eſq; of Home, 


Lands and mill of Belſches, 3 - 132 18 4 

Ryeknow, purchafed from Bennet of Chefters, 100 © o 

F 
Duke of 1 | 

Mains, mill, and town-lands of Ancrum, - L. 1970 O 

_ m— formerly Sir John Rutherford's, - 67 0.0 

Deacon Riddell's lands, - - Wu 194 


22⁰0 13 4 


ere 


— - — 


Thomas Ogilvie, Eſq; of Chefters, _ 
Blackdubs, with garden and ground about houſe of Cheſters, 


— — — L. 130 18 4 
Farm of Craig arid others, - - 1 
Parks of Tronyhill, Stobedge, Haugh on the ſouth of | . 
Teviot, and others, - — 49 3 10 
965 2 
Miſe Stewarts, CE 1. 0 
Faſter Barnhill, = Rn roman 7 OO a 
Weſter Barnhill, - - 349 Lu 
. das 0 


Carried over, — 1 760g 13 
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Brought over, — L. 7609 13 11 


P F 
Raflat, 1 > _ 1 * 1 \ - - — 4 Ns 


William Sibbald, Eſq. 
| Pinnacle, —_ * 6 aoaor, ee ARES 


* —_— _ 


Marquis of Lothian, 
Lands of 28 ; —_ - - = — 


— 


Admiral El lia, 7 : : 
Kirklands, ® , 3 nn 9 43812 = | 180 


0 . . b . 
4 ww +4..3 . * i a T * Ly 2 as Ss 4 
Richard Hair, | NO! DAS eise OWN. (Hot Dag vi 


Grange, 8 id £5 4 15 


: "© i k > } | — N - 
Catt. Stenhouſe, - N ; : | 19011000 
Standhill. Rn . 112 
| „„ | 5 | 
85 0 5 e een e 
« Th. k Sw TS 18 Yy tid 


James Gray of Ahbieburn, 
Aſhieburn, being part of Nether. Ancrum, — 
Thomas Rutherford's part of Nether Ancrum, 1.86'-.p:..0.; 
A quarter of land in Nether Ancrum, being part N ace 
the Potts, 3 oy o * IT 


L. 86 13 4 4 


Wilkam and Alexander Borthwicks, 


Half a land in Nether Ha, being che r remainder of the Potts, 1 


. @__Al_—_— 


„ „ 3 „„ is „ won & » — —— - oa 9 Aa — 2 — 


4 > ou Scott, 5 
Part of Nether Ancrum, called Africa, * 


— —s 7 | 2-6 W ln — — 


22 er 


Part of Nether Ancrum, = F 


2 


Walter Turnbull, =: 0125 do] ie ien 


Part of Nether Ancrum, — -- het Mo! >; 


— 
— 8 2 


John Rutherford, 5 
Part of Nether Acruſm, 3 ane: N56 


Part 5 Nether Ancrum, S BEL, no Get G6, 
ET 1 + * 210 555) 


hs 


as lis | 


Fames Da vidlſon, 
Part of Nether Ancrum, 5 — - | — 


OY . 


— — —?—d]— — — — 
* —” I, N „ —— 


* 8 ib 1 0 i | | 
+ © Pait of Nether 7 8 - - 
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a % ® -, Cf 
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by " * 
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200.1} 


—4- 4 * 


26 13 


288 as 


500 © O 


0 


4 


4 


Carried forward, — L. 10074 o © 


# 


3 


Brought forward, — L. 10074 0 o 


Fewars of Nether Ancrum, 
Lands whereof the valuation is not yet disjoined, belonging t to 
William Moſcrop and ſeven other feuars, 2 100 0 0 


Sir George Douglas of Spring uvodparłk, Bart. 
Kirkquarter, Laird's meadow, Greenend, and Foulford, 
_ — _ L. 639 5 9 
Sandieſtanes, Walrig and others, the ſuperiority 
whereof is liferented by the Hon. Geo. Cranſton, 514 16 8 
Butryhole, Weſtquarter and others, liferented by 


Andrew Douglas, Eſq; - - i 8 0 
Blindwells mill and mill-lands of Langnewton, life- | 
rented by Thomas Tod, Eſq; — . 484 11 7 


e 


r 
— 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Ancrum, — 12332 2 0 
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XIII. PARISH or HOB KIR K, 
Comprebending part of Pariſh of Abbotrule, now ſuppreſſed. 


— —— —— 


ä ESEIIES 


N ILLIAM ELLIOT, Eg: of Harwood, 


Harwood, or Harrot, - FFF 
Apitſide, or Apudſide, - - 200 0 0 
Fairnielees, formerly velpnging to Elliot of Stobs, 1200 0 0 
Templehall, = — | = 210 17 4 
Killknow, | - FE = 80 0 o 
| _ — L. 21 43 2 0 
Cornelius Elliot, Eſq; of Woollie, ] 

Catly and Catlyſhaw, - - „ | 1 
Faſter Swanſheil, 66 13 4 i ont 
Part of George Sheil's lands, and of Boſton's half ER 1 

of Kirk-know, - - 2215 o 170 
Lands formerly part of Stonedge, - 44 14 6 4 
Unthank, alſo part of Stonedge, — 8 WW | 
Hart's-haugh mill and mill-lands, « 60-00 | | 
Broadhaugh, - - . 36 6 | 
Mack fide and Blackcleugh-mouth, pa 166 15 4 | 


** 


Robert Liſt, Ela; | 5 | | 
| Eaſter diviſion of Stonedge, excluſive of Unthank | 1 
belonging to Mr Elliot of Woollie, — L. 348 16 10 11 


Weſter diviſion of Stonedge, „ 


— — —ů¶ů 
— 


— . 
Sir Francis Elliot of Stobs, Bart. 
Halrule, with mill and mill-lands, and Billerwell, L. 2144 16 8 
Thomas Turnbull's part of Hawthorn, | 3 | 
Sir William Dovglas's part of ditto, - 1710 O | 
| — 23 55 16 8 
Qq. 5 carried over, — L. 6476 15 8 
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Walter Scott, Eſq; of Paulo, 


( 154 ) 
Brought over, — IL. 6476 15 


ns ti — — — 143 3 6 
William Elliot, Eſq; os W ells, 
Wells, - - L. 409 10 o 
Weſtlees, — - — f 66 13 4 
n 476 3 


* * 


Villiam Oliver, Eſq; of Dinlabyre, 
Wemyſs, now called Weens, — 


Nether Boncheſter, 


Welliam Turnbull, Efq; of Langrow, 


Langraw, 


— 1. 104 o Oo 


Sheit's lands, a b e b em. 


clufive of that part Oy to Mr Hliot of 


Woollie, 2 


— — 


— — 172 ; 


* — * 1 WIE 18 


Fames Riddell, 
Half of Kirk-know, 


* — *s 
* 


John Turnbull, 
Weſter Swan heil, 


5 " - 32 10 


George Dickſon's Truſtees, 
 Ruletownhead, 


Mrs Barbara Chiſholm, 
Weſter Fodderlie, - . - 78 9 


George Thomſon, 
_ Eaſter Fodderlie, 


Patrick 8 Ei; sf aun, 


Ten duties, 


- 70 4 


— 380 0 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Hobkirk, — . 9335 5 


4 


W aa. 4 p—g—_— 


— — 


( 155 ) 


XIV. PARISH or BEDRULE. 


ous goons 


Foun CARRE, Eſq; of Caverc, 
Half of Bedrule-mains, formerly eh. to William Turnbull, 


— — L. 130 0 0 
Other half of ditto, which 2 to Lomas 
Turabull.} > { 5 - — 130 9 0 
Bedrule-mill, - - _ 200 © O 
Fourteen huſband-lands of the Town of Bedrule, at 
L. 18 each, - - $92 0-0 
Corſecleugh, — 3 160 0 0 
Fulton, - 5 440 n 
Teinds of the above lands, | 8 2868 16 8 © 
| | —— ĩ 100-16 8 
George Black of Menſleſs, 1 ö 
Menſleſs, - - I 257 o 0 1 
Two huſband- lands at the Waulk- mill, at L. 18 each, 36 o 0 | 
Teinds of theſe lands, -/ - 5 64 18 o 
. N 8 
Thomas Ogilvie, Eſq; of Cheers | N | 5 
Newton, L. 720 o 0 5 1 
Newton: mill, * 1 133 6 8 = 
Teinds of Newton and Newton-mill, 140 11 4 . 
-— L. 993 18 0 
Part of Rewcaſtle, acquired by Mr Bennet, and laid | 
into Cheſters, — 137 .2 -4; 
Teinds thereof, * - 6 x1 8 1 
a ” 43 14 0 
. 1997 12 0 
John Rutherford, Eſq; of Knowſouth, 1 : F 
Rewcaſtle, excluſive of the —_ 8; L. 306 13 10 
Teinds chereof, n) ws ow 
ou 466 19 10 
Thomas Rutherford younger of Knowſouth, Eſq; | | | 
Lands in Rewcaſtle acquired from his father, L. 41 3 19 
Teinds thereof, - | „„ % r ind 
| | 7 453 10 @ 
Thomas Storie, 5 
Lands in Reweaſ tte JJ Tr rmmns 
_ Teinds thereof, - : ne gn ob TR 
William „ Elliot Blo of W all, 8 
Huntknow,, + 5 — IL. 66.13 4 I 
Teinds, 9 ” . % 9/5147 
| 3 | —— 77 10 10 


— 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Vedeule, — L. 4910. 6 8 
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PART or PRESBYTERY or KELSO. 
XV. PARISH or KELSO. 
Dyuks f RUNGE | 
Barony of :Broxfield, - L. 2312 10 .8 
+ Friars. or Eaſter Roxburgh, « 466 13 4 
Mills of Kelſo, - - 1800 0 0 
Four-merk land in — and Broom- : 
croft, - - 247 0 © 
Vigoroushaugh, Werd, Dovecoat, | 
and Horſemarket, _' - 318 0 
Hy Broomlands, - - I000 0 O 
Learmonth's lands in Faircroſs, „ 02. 0 © 
A 1 9 0 — L. nd 4 © 
Corn-cuſtoms of Kelſo, . i 239 0.0 
Small cuſtoms of Kello, - =» 167 0 0 
| bow 9:0 
Teinds of Kelſo, JI. Jo. 1004 0-8 
of Maxwellheugh, — xt 0 
of Pinnaclehill, 5 66 13 4 
of Weſter Softlaw and Weſter 5 
Wooden, „ 133 6 $8 
9 1404 6 8 i 
Feu- duty of lands in Kelſo, „ „ P 
of Weſter Softlaw and Weſter | 
Wooden, - 100 0 
. of four- merk twelve-ſhilling land | 
in Kelſo, * 9 3:3. 4 | 
| 150 18 8 
- L.8244 9 4 
Sir * Douglas of Springwoodpark, Bart. 
Bridgend, Chapel, and W now called Sprin —_ 
33 COW. - - L.936 o 0 
Maiſondieu, - . 400 © o 
1336 0 © 
Robert Davidſon, Eſq; of Pinnaclehill, - 
Weſter Wooden and Pinnaclchill, - - 613 17 4 
atſon's Hoſpital, | * 
10 mts TON — L. 170 0 
Sera and Pilafootd, - - 500 o o 
: —— 627 0 0 


| Carried forward, — L. 1 10821 PF 8 


John Procter, Eſq; of Softlaw, 


„ 


Brought forward, — L. 10821 6 8 


Weſter Softlaw, - | * - 628 2 8 


Robert Walker, Eſq, of Wooden, 


Eafter Wooden, - — - - Wal 3890 0 0 
Fewars of Kelh, | 
Eighty ſixteen- merk lands of Kelſo, 3 - - . oo, 0 d 


— {.— — 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Kelſo, — 3 t5336 9 4 


XVI. PARISH or ROXBURGH.-. 


Doxx f ROXBURGH, 
Barony of Roxburgh,, - - I. 4613 10 0 
Roxburgh-mains, 8 + 4. r 2 
JJ in Newton, +2» 20 0 © 
Laird Hog's lands, - „ 166 13 4 
| _ L. 5200 
__ x — - . ————— 


6 
4 


Bir George Douglas of Spring woodpark, 
© Weſtmains of Heiton or Hightoun, mill and * 
Jonny. excluſive of thirty acres of the mill-lands, 


——TTTTTßßͥͤ => ©." ot 7 Ihe 1 
Teinds —— 1 14 | 
1.524 16 6 HI 
Faſtmains of Heiton or Hightoun, with thirty acres . 
of the mill- lands, and two acres and three quarters : 0 | 
of an acre formerly a garden, L. 435 4 10 1 
Teinds thereof, - ple 18 8 Ik 
Merchant Maiden Hoſpital, | 
Lands formerly belonging to Kore of ' Greenhead, L.1084 6 8 N 
Howdenlces, =. Ds x KAY NS "55 0 ” 
Of «3. i” ——— 214319 6 8 
Alexander Kerr, 275 clue, IT oral ola h 
Sunlaws, © > = - eee age 4 
m = = # 9 : you 
Robert Rutherford, &/q;: Baron of the Ruſſian Empire, 
A Hat. farm, and great incloſure of Fairnington, 
8 L. 431 11 2 
Weſt-farm, 1 ground north of ditto, 
_Orchand-pack, ina yards, Lady' 4 hk and plant- | Ty 
ations, ' (ELL * 2H 11 O) egad CW. 1469 : 181 424 1. 0 = | 
. Chapel-croft, 8 Back-ditches, Green, Crow- JE. Ae 
dpdraes, Back e Barden, Orchard, ag, a 
- __.. Chapel-park, | creed eee tf 5 10 
| 974 0 o 
Rr f Carried over, — I. 9748 3 4 


N 
Brought over, — L. 9748 3 


James Lillie, © | | 
Prior's lands of Heiton or u don, e m5 oo @ 0 


Robert Mein, : FN „ ns TOLD OY; 
Lands in Roxburgh, = - h ee o © 


% 
1 22 & We +4. MT TE: ROSS I . * . wed a * of - wv wn a G b 26 dS. a2 TY . as: 


Lig writers of StockNruther, : 
Four lands in e belonging to four ſeveral Herts” at 
* 0. 3 * — - -, 200 0-0 


Tot Valuation of Pariſh of Roxburgh, — LI. 10144 3 4 


OO wan or ary oo”, * 1 * „ „ 22344 „ 


XVI J. 


Part of the conjoined Pariſhes of STITCRELL and HUME. 


\ 


8 IR FAMES PRINGLE of Stitchell, Bert. 
Stitchell, compratieneing the old pariſh of Stitchell, Wir IL. 36s 8 


Dr 


Valuation of that part of the Pariſhes of Srcenen and Hume 
which i is in Roxburghſhire, I _— „ 90 2 


1 ——_— — 8 


— 
—— 


7 


* * 


XVIII. PARISH or MAK ERST ON. 


RA —— x 
I * 1 * * 5 


. — r ap - - 


—— es pt; 1 


w 4 tp 
Saen 
<7 ou * * 8 


20 . OO: 
* 9 : 


—— 


S HENRY HAY MAKDOUGAL of Makerflon, Barr. 
- © Barony of Makerſton, excluſive of — L. 3624 1 
Luntenlaw, | - " Wn I 
Laird Makdougal's has: - 130 
William Gladſtain's lands, : - : - 130 
 Ertrick-heads, H n . 04 
r 111 
Charter- houſe, - A. RAN A 36) Wh 220 2" 
5019 20 21 lalvat 7 NL — 1.40 1 


: 4 " N —— — 
* * 3 4 Pe * ww 
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«bv ny. —S 2 
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— —_— * —— Sega as 
ut ho" þ . 
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'000 o © 5 5 


— — 21 
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OE pm bo | 5K; * ! —— ————ů ů ͤů K — — 
— , X 


i ENT : 
N — ork, 
5 
— ñ 


— 


Fas rn In mad. lars 111072, (1189-21193 „81-10. 
Dake of Roxburgh, 4 * + ot -b 

Stodrig, excluſive of that part which 13 to > Sir Ms Hay 9135 
| Makdougal, | —— Y nog tt af yn bh unSioght nee #0 185 12. 739 O O 


Fo 
„„ „„ „„ 3 „„ 3 wg 


— * — 
—— —-—- — — — — mp 
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Total Valuation of Pariſh of Makerion, 7 — "x, 5617 6 8 
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XIX. PARISH or EDNAM. 


SIR ALEXANDER DON of Newton, Bart. 


Edenmouth, — Harperioun, Kaimsflatt, _" News 


tonlees, > S 


L. 273 6 8 


Mrs Waldie of Henderſide, 


Henderſide, excluſive of that part the ſuperiority r is life - 


rented by Mr George Waldie, e 


Part of Henderfide, being lands then poſſeſſed 8 
Robert Hooper, and planting on the hill, liferented 


by G. Waldie, - - I00 0. oO 
Backraw of Ednam or Fairnichill, now called Ned 
3 OW . . 
Hoſpial lands of Elen, J) en Ti ry 0 0 0 
— 1426 13 4 


LOT, Ed. of —_— 3 
= Cliftonhall, 5 


Ednam, cxclifire of two . feued, 
Part of ditto feued to Mr Walter Scott, 


Part, of ditto feucdito ditto, T0 $143 1 


„ 1 589 10 | 


6 
1829 12 7 

„ as 
6 


1 


3280 0 0 


| 7 Total 8 of Pariſh of Ednam, a _—_— 2. 


* 


Dy 


_ 
"ITT 7. „ © 8 ren ' 
. 1 * 


1 4 * 0 " 
- - 

f J ” 7 1 x - 

* * * 14 . = s 1 a * 4 
3 
— — — ——— p ̃ — 

. 
0 7 * > C 
4 * - 7 1 14 * * 


c 4 5 


6 { 93 ; 1 
1 n 4 1 4 7 & * * 
4 , 8 13 4 f * * * e ern Be 
* 
8 _ —— Ss we - WM” 8 ** 5 464.4 „„ 231. e FR os * - , o 


FOHN Pringle, Ein of Clifton wh. 


1 


Bankhead, excluſive of lands on the ſouth-weſt fide of i the road 


from Linton to Kelſo, — n 3 * "a 
Part of Bankhead on ſouth-weſt fide of ſaid road, 185 13 fr 
Linton, exclufive of . | . 
Linton-mill farm, 185 13 nes. 
South fir-park, and North FORTY =_ 48 11 4 
Burnfoot, excluſive of Prior-raw, > 242 18: Ons - 
Mill meadow-park, and Kirk-yett park; Nan 
Mill-acre park, - - 18 11 Art ., 
Greenhield farm, - . 

Crookhouſe, excluſive of Hyndlaw Know-park, 1 
Hyndlaw-park, - „%% 
Plantations, Lawn, Garden- ground of Park, White FIST 

park, and Hole-park, - 8 57 2 3718 
Stoney-park, oo = 7 TD ERIN 14 27 
Cow- park, % 10 6 2301 735 2 9 
Hecen—————— — CES 
North Hardſhot-park, * - 22 17 Ifs 
South Hardſhot-park, - - 25 14 2 

Hyndlaw-meadow, - 2 28 11 4 
| Prior-raw, - — 371 3 8&7 
Old Graden, 95 3 293 6 8 
(Carried over) —— L. 3367 13 4 
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Brought over, — L. 3367 13 4 
A rein... 
— — Sharpfrig, and Blackluwmyres 
eee, - > M8, 00S... 
Faſterkde, - 387 0 0 


1160 © © 


＋˙7— 8 


William Dawſon, 29. | 
Graden, Or Place Graden, 8 = - 33 | 586 13 4 


Andrew Ter Eg. i | nes + hs \ 
Kerr of Grecahead's half of Hoſelaw mL W 8069] 5b © 2.4888 © © 


I EN 


— 5 


Andrew Davidſon, EB. | 
TO PO RE Ie wo e won ikst ika! bl % 460/10 0 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Linton, = — 7 5514 6 8 


XXI. PARISH or YETHOLM. 


CE"; 4 . n 1 enn j 1 4 ; 41 \ 


ANDREW WAUCHOPE, Eſq; of Niddry, * 
Bareny of Loch Tower, -  -—- [. 32 %%9ꝗ 6-0 - + 
Halterburnhead, - - 300 6 8 
Thomas Tait of the Wholl's nds, 33 6 8 
10) 3 FQ 1: © Kann 


- * a 
hs „ — 


— 


William Niſbet, Eſq; of Dirleton, 
Kirk-Yetholm, . L. 173 o o 
Lands acquired from Niddry, T — — 396 13 4 
Lands acquired from Cherrytrees, 1 1 
| 5 | — — 2; o 8 


* r * eMC. 3 FY 
_ — — — _ — — — »” * IS TW 
* 


George Waldie, 222 


dene, - =, 3 230 2 4 


George Murray, 800 of cure, 
— x - . + 0047 - 6 


George Walker, Eſq; of Thirleflain, | Shy 
leſtin a : i !.1: (4p © 0 


the... A. A. alt. Mi M1 <A. 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Yetholm, — I. 2049 13 4 


C02 } 


XXII. PARISH or SPROUSTON. 


—_ — 


——— 


Doxx f ROXBURGH, 


Old eſtate of the Family in this pariſh, - L. 3691 6 
Lands formerly belonging to Counteſs of Caflilis, 3813 o © 


O 


Lands formerly belonging to Laird of Whitmuir, 210 0 © 
Lands in Redden and Sprouſton, which belonged to | 
Kerr of Greenhead, - - „ 0-08 
Reddenhall, . - - 175 0 o 
Gateſide, : - 309 0 8 
Teinds of Hadden, — — 8 
| | . 9176 13 
Sir George Douglas of Springwoodpark, Bart. 
Faſter Softlaw, - : 5 262 13 


. 


William Elliot, 5 of Wells, 
Tweety: ſhilling land and barony of Hadden, excluſive of the 
Upper Mains, . - L. 1600 0 0 
Upper Mains of Hadden, — 400 0 0 
: — — 2000 0 


Duke of Buccleugh, - 
Barony of Lempitlaw, and Teinds, _ ” 5 [Js 


Robert Park, 
Middlemiſtwalls, - *. - | 232 0 


— 


— 


"I 7 : —— — — — — 1 l 0 — 8 
: . 2 . —— ——— RRC” "2 ic = 3 2 1 — EDS 
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XXIII. PARISH or MORE BATTLE. 


Duxs f ROXBURGH, 


Lands of Morchaugh, Sourhope, and Kelſocteugh, Lands in 
Primſide, and Teinds of the pariſh, excluſive of teinds after= 


wards rated to the different heritors, = L. 2193 13 4 
Halterburn, and the Cove, - — 1366 13 4 
Ellieſheugh, and Swinden, — 698 0 © 
Part of Morebattle Tofs = 3223-8 5c 
Primſidemill, | - - 2-0-8 
Mark Kerr's land in Clifton, | - 231 6 8 
Hairwell's lands, 5 8 50 18 0 
Felterſhaws, - 8 - ; 10 8 


— 
—— — 


2 


* 


7 Carried over, — L. 4610 16 5 
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Brought over, — L. 4810 16 5 


Half of Woodſide, - - Ixyt $4 
'Teinds thereof, 83 10-0 0 
— M14 
Oxnamſide, - L. 195 © © 
Teinds thereof, - £3. 0.0 
| — 251 © 0 
Crookedſhaws, - L. 196 o © 
Teinds thereof, - 9 
— ( 248 0 0 
Half of Cliftoncoat, which belonged to >the Alex- 
ander Don, - L. 183 6 8 
Half of ditto, which belonged to John 
Lc” - - 183 6 8 
| e IE LS 
Faſter Foumerdean, or Fumbleton, L. 40 0 o 
Weſter Foumerdean, or Fumbleton, 40 0 0 | 
| | — — 80 o o 
Heugh-head in Morebattle, . 64 13 4 
Robert Dalglieſh's lands in Primfide, - 438 6 8 
Teinds of Primſide, - = 286 13 4 
' ———— [.6217 6 5 
Fragcis James Scott, Blas f Belford, 
Belford, - * - | L. 1290 6 $ 
Teinds thereof, - - 237 6 8 


eee I 4 


William Niſbet, Eſq; of Dirleton, 
| Lands of Grubit, and Kowbog, and lands in Morebattle, 


Carried forward, 


— — L. 1894 o o 
Teinds of acquired from Duke of 
Roxburgh, 8 - - 3 00 
Gray ſtonchouſe, 8 5 131 6 8 
Part of Morebattle Tofts, - 110 18 3 
Teinds of Grubit, - - 1860 0 0 
| | — — 2419 411 
Sir John Riddell of Riddell, Bart. 
Whitton and Heavylide, L. 1634 o o 
Teinds of Whitton e from More of Otter- 
burn, — e 
Teinds of Heavyſide, from Duke of Roxburgh, 36 0 0 | 
| - 17383 0:0 
John Pringle, Ejq; of CO 
Clifton, - err 
Teinds of weſt fide uf Clifton, — 180 0 0 
Aikhope, - 50 0 0 
William Young of the Myres's nh - 102 0 O 
Half of Woodfide, II ＋ : 
Teinds thereof, — 10 0 0 
— 01.3 4 
— 116 3 4 
Society for propigating Orgs K cke 8 
Calrouſt, | — - 876 6 8 


— L. 13984 14 8 


Yr nn Tis edn ., "Ut n l OT 2 » 1 


( 163 ) 
Brought forward, — L. 13984 14 8 


James Hope, | 
Templehall, 5 — 69 o o 


PIR 


Gilbert Elliot, Eſq; of Otterburn, 


Otterburn, 8 - L324 13 4 
Teinds thereof, - - 40. 0:0 
264 13 4 
. e l 
John Davidſon, Eſq; | i 
Primſidedikes, — L. 206 6 8 | | 
Deanbrae, — - _ $38 0 © 1 
7 einds of Primſidedikes, - VF ©-2 j 
— 3292 0 $8 
William Kerr, Eſq; of Gateſhaav, 
Place Gateſhaw, — — L. 200 0 0 
Town Gateſhaw, - - | 466 13 4 
Teinds of Gateſhaw, - 24 0 0 
Corbethouſe, — - - 126- © © 
— 816 13 4 
Andrew Kerr, Eſq; of Heſelaw, 
Lands in Wat ſhodlochſide and Foumerdean, 3 32s 6 8 
Robert Bell of Wideopen, | 
Wideopen or Weidhope, - — „ 
Teinds thereof, — - ED OW 
3 359 6 8 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Morebattle, — L. 16212 1 4 


PART or PRESBYTERY or SELKIRK. 
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h 
XXIV. PART or PARISH or SELKIRK. N 
4 1 = jd 4 
3 lg; 
lf 
ROBERT SHORTREED, 20 o Greenbead, | —- 
Greenhead, = S - L. 22 6 8 | 
Walter Dunlop, Eſq; of Whitmuirhall, | | 
Whitmuir, 1 1 3 4 
Whitmuirhall, 5 4 281 O0 O 
| e e. 673 13 4 


— 2 9 2 wad 9 ed — 


Thomas Currer, Eſq; of Ormſton, 
Oven's-cloſs or Unn's-cloſs, 8 53 Is . 48 13 4 


Carried Over, — 1. 945 13 2 
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Brought over, — L. 945 13 4 


Duke of Roxburgh, _ 


Feu-duty of Greenhead, 8 | e 0 © 
of Whitmuir, — - G13 2 
of Whitmuirhall, - — 1 


L. 23 0 0 


Parſonage teinds of Greenhead," 
— — L. 70 0 0 
Vicarage teinds of ditto, 30 o 0 
| | . 4100 0 0 


Parſonage teinds of Whitmuirhall, 
— _ E.30 0 0 
Vicarage teinds of ditto, 16 o 0 


Teinds of Whitmuir, - 66 13 4 


—_— M1 4 


"P30 13 4 


Valuation of Part of Selkirk Pariſh in Roxburghſhire, — L. 1181 6 8 
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XXV. Part of Pariſh of LIx DEAN, now called GaLAsRHEIIS. 


* 


ANDREW PLUMMER, EG, of Middl:ftead, 
Over Whitlaw, - - 6 
Eaſter Lindean, formerly Kerr of Sunderlandhall's, 470 

Weſter Lindean, formerly Robert Kerr's, - 254 
Third of Bridgeheugh, - - 100 
Lindean-mill, - - - 200 


— L. 1391 13 4 
Jobn Anderſon, Selkirk, 
Two Thirds of Bridgeheugh, - * - 0 
Nicol Mill, Ejq; of Faldonſide, . 
Faldonſide, or Fadeanſide, - "LC L. 512.0. 
Caldſheils, - — - 75 0 | 
| | 95 0 
Reverend Mr Charles Findlaler, 
Nether Whitlaw, 5 2 : = 
Duke of Roxburgh, | 
Feu-duty of Eaſter Lindean, — . 1 0 
of Weſter Lindean, - . 4 0 
of Bridgeheugh and Lindean-mill, 10 13 4 
of Caldſhiels, - - 8 0 
wp 761. 13-4 
8 


Valuation of Part of Galaſheils Pariſh in Roxburghſhire, 


— L. 2334 6 


XXVI. PARISH or MELROSE. 


Doxx i BUCCLEUGH, 


Lands of Sorrowleſsfield, Cleckmae and Kedliedoors, Drybaick 
and Houſebyre, Mairbank, Cartleys, Sackencroft, Newford- 
haugh and Marſlie, Danzieltoun, Priorwood, Old Melroſe, 
. mills of Melroſe and Newſtead, ſtock and teind, alfo the feu 
and teind-duties payable out of Moſshouſes, Blainſſie and Lang- 
ſhaw, Threipwood and Newhouſes, Colmſlichill, Allanſhaws, 
Colqſlie, Wetter Houſebyre and Weſter Langlie, Eaſter Langlie, 
% Calfhill, Ladehopemuir and Norman's-park, Whitlie, Whitlie- 
dykes and Hagburn, Williamlaw, Buckham, Appletreeleaves and | 
Longhavgh, Salrahaugh, Gatonſide and Weſthouſes, Wairds and 7 
Acres of Melroſe, Darnick and Bridgend, Monsford, Eilden, 
Newtoun, Craigsford, Melroſe-Annay, Buickleſs and Bower's- 
brae, Lands of Darnick and Bridgend—all acquired from the 
Earl of Hadinton, Lord of Erection of the Abbacy of Melroſe, 


125 5 5 5 L. 5788 13 4 
Danzieltoun, — 5 72. 0:0: 
James Ellies's lands in Danzieltoun, 33 ᷣ 26> ra 
One acre in Quarryhill of Melroſe, — 5 
George Bailie, Eſq; - Ehe „„ 
Langſhaw, SE 62.4 Y bf 9 1660 0 © 
James Pringle, Eſq; of Ter coodlie, | 
es rr I. L. 1084 ) 824 . 
Williamlaw, 5 5 n 
Ladhope-muir, _ - 340 18 9¹⁵ 
a p —— 2015 5 
Jede . £/q; of 22 ; 2 | 
Calf. hill, JJ Qnange * = . cok 26k 
Allanſhaws, | . - „„ e 
11 7 3 747 16 oo 
Gilbert Innes, Eſq; of Stow, 5 
Colmſlie and mill, - - | — 15 782 19 2 
Newtonmill, BY - | _ 1 i 2 £m 
Thomas Todd, Eſq; of Drygranges e py 
Drygrange, — L. 533 6 8 
Three 3 in "> Bs „ 
James Marr's lands in Gatenſide, L. 40 18 74 
Thomas Boſtenburn's lands there, 23 14 6 WW . 
| | 64 13 15 3 
ess 678 9 94 
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Brought over, — L. 1 1902 11 118 


Thomas Waugh, Eſq; of 8 
Hagburn, e L. 402 2 10 
Whithe, and Whitliedykes, 8 467 10 4 


869 13 


6 


VPC 


Francis Home, Eſq; of Coldinghnows, 
Lands in Craigsford, or Craickford, which 2 to * 


Deas, 8 * 1 79 


Hugh Scott, E/q; of Gala, | 
Weſthouſes, x, bo - 21.3 


1 


n.,. <a MA A. t-t it £06 i 4 


John Murray of Dplaw, 
Uplaw, or Wouplaw, - - PW 278 


— — 


Mrs Dickfon, | | 
Weſter Houſebyres, — " FR 625 


James Dun of Langhe, kan} 
Weſter Langlie, - - - _ 


OO. war c „ 


Eaſter Langlie, | - N — - 297 10 


Malter Elliot, Eig. 5 
Lands in Old Melroſe, formerly belonging to the Fewars, 53 


1 


John Fi iber, Eſg. 15 
Lands in Cleckmae and Redflicdoors, ” wi T9 
6-8 


Lands in Sorrowieſsßeld, - . 
— 106 13 


— * 
—_— V—_— _ —___ — — 


Doctor G 1 Braun, e 
Eaſter Houſebyres, - 2» . 83 


2 * 
— — — ER * 


James Bofton, | 1 | 
Part of oon, „„ - 72 11 


7— — 


John Dickſon, 
Part of Gatonſide, - - 33 19 


— —— 


Mi Hunter, | | | | 
Six huſband-lands and a-half in Newſtead, L175 ᷣ 7 7 
Eleven acres in Melroſe Annay, - . 23 18 11 
Eleven acres of the Waird and Quarry-Hill of 

Melroſe, _ - 33 10 9 


Four huſband-lands of Newton, — L. 97 
48 


o © 
Teinds thereof, - - 6 8 


— 232 17 


135 6 


Carried forward, — L. 15455 © 


( 167 ) 
Brought ne, — L. 15455 0 9c, 


Hay of Hayfield, 
Two huſband-lands and a-half in Newton, now b Hay- 
field, 9 - - L.45 o 0 . 
Teinds thereof, — - W065: 
1 — — 70 © © 
William Riddell of Camie}lon, 
Five acres in Melroſe Annay, - L. 10 17 9 
One acre of Waird lands in Melroſe, 4 7-00 
13 18 9 
James Blackie, 
Eafter Third of Appletreeleaves, — L. 144 11 14 
One ſixth part of the Middle Third, - i C190 


One twelfth part of the Weſter Third, - 12 O Itrx 


— ISO 13 IOrx 


— 


Alexander and John Darlings, | 
Five ſixth parts of the Middle Third of Appletreclevs a 120 9 35 


_— 


—_ 


Jacch Darling, | 
Eleven enen parts of Weſter Third of AI, - 132 10 25 


2 — 
m1 EC un... 4 2 — „ 1 


* ROT * 


— * 


William Romanes, 


Newhouſe, or Newhouſes, = EE” 90 13 4 


* 


William M. offat of T hreipwood, — 
Eaſter Threipwood, - -. 1,104 0 ro 
Weſter Threipwood, = = 29 24 2 


ms =. 


John Mein, 
One and a half buſband-land, and One acre in Newſtead, « a6 10 


— 


— 


Fears of Melroſe, 
Annay and Waird Lands of Melroſe and Quarryhill, exclufive 


of lands digoined, - - AT 19 7 


— — 


| — — 


Fewars of Blainſſie, 
Lands of Blainſlie, - - "Ke 1306 3 8 


Lands acquired from M. Dougal of Hagburn, 05 6 10 
— 1411 10 6 


— 


Fear. f Craigsford, = 
Lands in 2 or Craickford, - e 


i. 3 Ai. 
; 


Fears of Gattonſide, 
Lands of Gattonſide, excluſive of lands disjoined, .  — ooo 10 08 


— 
n 


Feware of —— \ 
Lands of Newftead, excluſive of lands 22 8 441 1% 44 


— 
- « .*. — * * 


— — 
_ —_— 
— ” 


_ Fears of Newtoun, - 
Lands of Newtoun, excluſive of lands disjoined belonging to 


Mill of Whitehill, and Hay of Hayfield, L. 228 o o©o 


Teinds formerly belonging to Lord Cardroſs, 126 13 4 
d i © 6 43 
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Carried over, — L. 1933 3 19 
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{068 } 
S8 SARST ad Brought over, — L. 19333 19 6 

| Fewars of Eildon, 7 : Ts 9239 
Lands of Eildon, Non e J E bil 240 © © 


r * 


Fewars of Darnick, | 
Lands of Dar nick —— — boo 


Fears Bridgend, 85 33 . 
Lands of Bridgend, — * . „ 1 8 


Total Valuation of Pxriſh-of NMelrofe, — L. — 8 


XXVII. PARISH or MAX TO UN. 


SI ALEXANDER DON if Newton, Barti 
> Rutherford, Rutherford-mitt and mill-lands, . 0 


Duke of 3 
Half of Sir Alexander Don's lands in 1 . 95 0 0 
Part of Torwoodlees half of ditto, „ 237 0 © 8 
T . — 5 


 Haliburtn, Bla: of Khir beſt, 5 8 
Muirhouſelaſ, — N 733 6 +37 


— 


Walter OS Eſq; of Liitledean, 
Farm of Maxtoun, Tg, Craig, and Fihings —— OR ORE SES hg 
Farm of Littledean, - 5 6505 19 10 0 
Dean's-hall, with an incloſure, and a houſe and 


part of a yard 1 in Maxtoun, OM VVV NO Cen 
| : | —— 1600 © © 
\ 2 6 , * dA | 


Walter A Bel of 1 
Half of Sir Alexander Don's lands in Maxtoun, excluſive of a 


part belonging to the Duke of Roxburgh, IL. 148 10 0 


Walter Turnbull's lands in Maxtoun, i 0 6. | 
163 10 9 
* : — — — men nent Joe) 
Duke - 88 — 
Teinds of 1 in x Maxtoun, - 1 | 100 0 0 


Total Valhation of Pariſh of Maxtoun, — L. 5.90 6 8 


— 


XXVII. 


0 3 - 


XXVIIL PARISH or LESSUDDEN. 


GEORGE BROWN, Bly; of Ellieflon, 


Heavyfide, Parkend, How - park, Broom - park, 
and White Cairnlees, - E213 © 4 
Teinds thereof, - 22 18 8 
Clover-park, Whinfield, Northfields- 
houſe, Canal - park, and Green 


Plantations, and others, - 568 4 8 
Teinds thereof, 1 5 
Total Valuation of Ellieſton, L. 865 10 0 


Six huſband-lands in Leſſudden, formerly belong- 
ing to Raeburn, and afterwards to Charles 


Milkieſon, | 372-0: -0 

Three quarters of a Wan land in Lefſadden 
formerly Charles Wilkieſon's, 50 15 6 

Three huſband-lands and a half in 11 
called Mainhill, 1 230 10 7 

Walter Scott, Fſq; of Raeburn, 
Three huſband-lands in Leſſudden, 8 L.186 o o 
Teinds of Duncanſon's lands in Maxpople, - 
— — hoes 13D 
of Templelands of Leſſudden, 2 o 8 


Remainder of the teinds which be- 
longed to |,ord Cardroſs, and after- 
wards to Haliburtoa of Newmains, 
excluſive of teinds of Fllieſton, Ca- 

mieſton, and Mr Newbigging's lands 


L. 1525 5 1 


Un 


in Maxpople, 6 85 10 6 
89.43 Þ© 
„ 275 3 8 
Half of Templelands of Leſſudden, L-47 D909 
Other half of ditto, formerly Duke of Roxburgh's, 47 o o . 
og 94 9 0 
Walter Kerr, Eſq; of Littledean, 
St Boſwells and mill, © = Lo2c8' 0-3 
Kirklandhill, now called Croſsflatt, - 240 0 -0 
—— 498 0 0 
William Riddell, Eſq; of Camieſton, 
Camieſton, - 5 Cu yy 
Teinds thereof, — — „ | 
| 254 0 © 
Jon Newbigging, Eſq; 
Cairncroſs's lands in Maxpople, being two > huſband-lands and a 
half, - 8 L. 168 0 o 
Teinds thereof, — 21 7 10 
189 7 10 


— — — — 


Carried over, — L. 2835 16 7 


{ 179 ) 
Brought over, — L. 2835 16 7 


Mrs Duncanſon, | 
Lands in Maxpople, - n - IT 14 $ 


— ea Oo 


Als Hunter, | 
Two huſband- lands and a half in Leddes. 1 8 


— 


Ar | Gillon, 
One ſixth part of a huſband- land in Leſſudden, . Hy 8 


_ TT SS 7 1 TT ITY — = — —— — 


John Thom ſon of Laretburn, 


One huſband-land and a half in Leſſudden, 8 001-11 37 


— 


Fames Hunter ſmith, 
One huſband-land and a quarter in Leſſudden, 84 12 8 


Mi 


John Mein furgeon, | 
Five eight parts of a huſband-land in Leſſudden, - 56 8 off 


Se n 3 1 ä * a 
— — —ͤ—ͤ— . n rs. 2 
wa — * - _——_— — — 


James Cochrane, 


One huſband- land a and a-half in Leſſudden, 5 6 101 11 3 
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George Bryden, | | 
Three quarters of a huſband- land in Leſſudden, a 50 15 7. 


2. 
— von irs 4. —— — 4 — 
W Pa T 
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David Kyle ſen. of K:ltonhill, 
Two huſband-lands and a-half in Leſſudden, . 100 5 5 
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David Kyle jun. of Fens, 
Three huſband-lznds and a-half in Lefludden, L. 236 19 7 
| Richard Learmonth's lands, called Thomas's Croft, 15 o o 


5 231 19 7 


— 


W INY 


Fewars of Leſſudden, 
Lands in Leſſudden ſtill undisjoined, - 8 1 0 


Duke of Buccleugh, 
Cuſtoms of the fair of Leſſudden, - L334 6-8 
Feu-duty of Ellieſton, „„ Tag$ 40 6 
of Duncanſon's lands in Max- 
pople, _ : TT 3 4 
of Lefludden, = . 
— , f T09 
— 235 10 6 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Leſſudden, — I. 4330 18 2 
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XXIX. 


XXIX. PARISH or BOWDEN. 


DUKE of ROXBURGH, 

Halidean and Fauchhill, - L. 1253 6 8 
Millburn of Bowden, - 84 0 0 
Mains of Clarilaw, - — 720 O 0 
Teinds thereof, - 280-0 0 
Town of Clarilaw, >= - 528 6 8 
A portion of land there, - £390 6 
'Feinds of the town of Clarilaw, 504 O © 

Teinds of Bowden, Midlem, Newhall, 

Kippielaw, Langſide, and North 
Prieſton, - «2029 19 © 
Feu- duties of Bowden, +. > “ ẽ 
L. 4525 4 2 


Stipend, L. 586 13 4 
Communion Elements, 13 6 8 
To the Reader, „ 
| ———— 606 13 4 | 
IL. 3918 10 10 
Lands disjoined from the Fewars of Bowden, „„ | 
T —— L.4021 10 2 


John Carre, E/q; of Cavers, 


Cavers, - - - L. 467 15 8 
Newhall, 1 | 1 5 280--0- 0 
mY 747 15 8 
David Ramſay Kerr, Eſq; of PO 
Kippielaw, | - L. 290 13 4 
Over-mill of Bowden, - - 58 0. 0 
Huntly wood, - « Ts 5 0 0 


e e 428 13 4 


— 


Horatio Thomas M. George, 
Langſide, - - — L. 140 0 0 
Lands formerly belonging to Midlem-mill,— 26 13 4 


5 — 166 13 4 
Edgar Hunter, Eig. ö 
Midlem-mill, - _ - . 256 16 © 
Rev. Mr William Campbell, 
A quarter of a land in Midlem, formerly belonging to Cavers, 
— - 45544 - 29 It © 
A land and a half in Midlem called the Burlands, 56 2 0 
= | — — 
William Cheap, Elq; of Prieflon, | 
South Prieſton, CS Lo 202: 65:8 
North Prieſton, - - +7 "20% 34-4 
Lands formerly belonging to Midlem-mill 2 
. — — 390 6 8 


Carried over, — L. 6147 8 2 
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1 
Brought over, — L. 6147 8 2 


Andrew Buchan, 
Midlem Greenhead, - — - 18 0 0 
Alr Andrew Arnot, 
Fowler the piper of Midlem's lands, - - 14 0. 0 


* 


Ililliam Thorburn Jun. 
Thorburn the ſouter of Midlem's lands, - - + 0. 0 


George Paterſon, 
Three quarters of a land in Midlem, formerly Kerr of Green- 


| head's, - - — - . 


Milliam T horburn ſen. 
Three quarters of a land in Midlem, formerly nn of 


Middleſtead's, 26. 3 © 
Fewars of Bowden, 
Lands of Bowden, excluſive of Duke of mmm. nh s lands diſ- 
joined, - - - - 765 8 
AX a | 
Feavars of Midlem, 
Twenty-four buſband-lands and three quarters wanting the 
tenth of a land, - - - 923 ©. © 


— 


Total Valuation of Pariſh of Bowden, — L 7930 10 10 


XXX. PARISH or LILIESLEAF. 


— — — 


W 


S JOHN RIDDEL of Riddel, Bart. 


Lands of Bank, - L. 143 0. 6 
Lands of Townmill, and mill thereof, 247 0 0 
Clerklands, — 5 18 8 © 
Riddelmains, - 910 © 0 h 
| 1 14820 O | 
Deduce paid to the Reader, — 20 0 © 
8 ——-—[.1462 0 0 
Teinds of the above lands, 287 0 0 
Lands disjoined from fewars of Lilieslea 4 - 203 0 0 
Cringles, or Gringlaws, . -—2$6—0--0 
Greatlaws, "Oe - 104 O o 
| — ——— L. 2312 0 © 
Duke of Roxburgh, | 
Kirklands of Bewlie, . 9o o © 
Lands in Liliesleaf, called Liliesleaf-mill in Valu- 
ation-Book 1043, — 104 © © 
Teinds of the pariſh ſo far as not ſtated to the 5 
other heritors, — 94 2 6 | 
| | 288 2 6 
Carried forward, — L. 2600 2 6 


K 73 os | 
1% Brought forward, — L. 2600 2 6 
Rev. Mr William Campbell, N 


Friarſhaw, = - L. 285 13 4 | 
Teinds thereof, = 60 4 o N 0 
Lands acquired from Riddel of Newhoute: „ M 
374 0 112 | 
Sir Gilbert Elliot of Minto, Bart. | ö 
Scott of Alton's lands in Raperlaw, — L. 416 © © ( 
 Wyliespeel or Wellspeel, . 104 0 o | 
Teinds of Raperlaw and Wyliespeel, - Bo ® > LY LO | | 
- _ 649 12 4 
Walter Scott, Eſq; of Harden, | 
Five pound land of Bewlie, - « . 
Teinds thereof, - — 09-0 -0 
5 . 5 TO 003 » 0 
William Riddel, Eſq; of Camieſton, " ol 
Turnbull's part of Bewlie, 5 L. 390 0 0 - 


Teinds thereof, | - - 15 53-9 
| — 4 


— 
— — 


— 


8 


Charles Riddel, Eſq; of Muſelie, 


Part of Bewlie, - - L. 330 0 0 
Teinds thereof, „„ — ; 013-2 
Lands disjoined from Feuars of Liliesleaf, - 106 14 4 
Teinds thereof, . . L 


Rycheſter and Quarterſides, being part of lands 
of Liliesleaf acquired from Hunter of Linthill, 50 o o i 5 
| 53 581 15 4 "= | 


Edgar Hunter, Eg: ef Linthill, 


Chapel, - - L. 399 0 0 
W. Scott's acres in Liliesleaf, — 0 0 8 
Porteous-croft, - . WW 90 © 
Teinds of theſe lands, dS 73.0 © 
Childknow, excluſive of part of the muir, - * 
Teinds thereof, - - 19:7 2 
Unionhall, disjoined from lands of Liliesleaf, „ 
Part of Davidſon of Greenhouſe's lands in Liliesleaf, 26 2 © 
Other lands in Liliesleaf, disjoined along with 

thoſe of the ſmall feuars, - - 10 6 8 


———— 990 19 „ 


Robert Dickſon, Eq; of Huntlawv, | 1 8 | 
Part of the muir of Childknow, P L. 2) 2 2 : 4 
Teinds thereof, . : 6 7 © 


Robert Laidlaw in Kingledoors, | m _ | f 
Ralph Davidſon's part of Greenhouſe, - L. 104 o © | 1 


Andrew Davidſon's part of ditto, 38 65 o o 4 30 TA | 
Teinds of Greenhouſe, 2 n js 
. - —.— 210 5 6 i 
William Smeal, Eſq.——Catſhawhill, NT UF LE CAL We Yi 
1 Path Eft; of a AB an | wy 2 e 195 © 0 
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( 174 ) 
Brought over, — IL. 6628 8 1112 
Vi liam Coven, Bl. | | 
Sinton's half of Eater Hermiſton, . - L. 130 0 0 
Johnſton's half ob ditto, - 130 0 © 
Teinds of the whale, 8 — Fl 10 2 
Weſter Hermiſton, . . 156 00 
; . — 467 10 2 
John Scott, Eſq; of Sinton, | 
Sachen, — 200 © 0 
Alexander Chatto, Ela: of Main liuigſe, 3 
Liliesleaf.- mill, - " i. 107-0 0 
Twenty ſoums in Liliesleaf, - 60 o o 
Lands in Liliesleaf disjoined from the 
feuars before 1678, — 180 15 0 
Teinds of theſe lands =» 3 
en 3-4 
Lands in Liliesleaf afterwards disjoined from 
thoſe of the feuars, excluſive of thoſe ſold to 
Mr Campbell, and fundry ſmall feus, = 0 11 T8 
Lands feued to ſundry people, 3 oO: © vs | 
$$ 3 Oo 
Andrew Gray, | 
Lands in Liliesleaf, - 5 - 86 13 4 
Wilkam Letthhead, 
Lands in Liliedeaf, +: - =” 93 0 
Andrew Clerk, | 
Lands in Liliesleaf, - - - 33 8 
Fames Eaſton, | | 
Lands in Liliesleaf, - - I . 26. 13 4 
John LeilBhead, = | 
Lands in Lilieckaf, * e ö 4 
Thomas and John Telfairs, 5 | | 
- Landeiny Lillcdleas,. 61S — | - - 19 00 
Hill, Lands in Liliesleaf, a mY 236.9 
Villiam Manwell, _ . | | 
Lands in Liliesleaf, EM i. ES 6 13 4 
Andrew Redford, f 
Part of Davidſon of Greenhouſe's lands in Liliesleaf, . 30 10 4 
William Redjard, ede lands in Linesleaf, 5 i as 
— — Riddell's four acres in Liliesleaf, eee 26 o o 
Dukes of Buccleugh, Feu - duty of Friarſhaw, n nne 
I eotal Valuatiowof Pariſh of Liliesleat, — L. 8291 18 4 


9 — 4 
— 
= N »„— — _w_ 
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XXXI. PART or PARISH or ASKIRK. 


ti 


wt Ke 


— — a _— 8 7 — 


THOMAS WILRIESON, Ely: of Cheferbal 


Lands in Aſkirk, - L. 110 10 © 
Six huſband-lands there, — - 133 0 0 
Salenſide, - - | 116 0 o 
Kirkhouſe, - - 143 0 0 
Aſkirk-mill, 55 — 84 0 0 
Teinds of theſe lands, — — 80 0 o 
Caſtleſide, — 160 0 o 
Braidlies, - | - 160 0 © 
Teinds of Caſtleſide and Braidlies, — 620 0 
Sir Gilbert Elliot of Minto, Bart. | 
Sheilſwood, 5 L. 260 0 0 
Dryden, 200 6 
Part of Headſhaw, the ſuperiority whereo 1 is life. - 
rented by Dr Elliot, 116 19 6 
Part of Headſhaw liferented by Mr Simon Hall 
burton, | — 149 14 2 
Remainder of Headfhaw, 494-14 4 
 Teinds of Eaſter Eſſenſide, North Sint, and Birk- 
wood, - - L. 660 o oO 
Remainder of teinds which belonged 
to Scott of Heap, excluſive of ; 
thoſe rated to the other heritors, 68 13 4 
— — 128 13 4 
College of Glaſgow, 
Feu-duty of Headſhaw, - E 5 
John Pringle, Eſq; of Clifton, 
North Sinton and Birkwood, - — — 
Mrs Elliot of Borthavickbrae, 
Weſter Eflenfide, - . L. 400 © © 
Leiphill, 5 140 0 0 
Teinds of theſe lands, „ , 9 0 
Burnfoot, - | « 400 o 0 
Admiral Elliot, 5 | 
Eaſter Eſſenſide, — — f 
Charles Scott, Eſq; of Well, | 
Wooll, or Wall, TE” - Er=0 
Teinds thereof, — 1 . - 62 Q 0 
' Thomas Currer, Ei. of omas, 
Clerklands, — | - = 8 


L. 1048 10 & 


365 


395 , 


182 0 


Valuation of part of Pariſh of Aſkirk in Roxburghſhire, — L. 5181 13 
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| XXXII. | 
PART of PaRISEH of Roß ER TON in County of Roxburgh, 
Compoſed of parts of the Old Pariſhes of Hawick, Wilton, and Haſſendean. 


Dukes of BUCCLEUGH, 

| Lands formerly in Hawick pariſh, L. 1658 3 4 

| Whalmes, formerly in ditto, = 124 {© © 

1 Howpaſley, in ditto, - 322-3 4 

. Ealrig, or Eilrig, in ditto, - 500 © O 
bl 5 ps r 
1 Eaſter Highcheſters, formerly in Wilton pariſh, 130 o o 
fl Milſington, Girnwood, &c. formerly in Haſſendean — 
. pariſh, - - 1306 13 4 | 
1 | —— L. 4440 5 8 
4 1 
. Walter Scott, Eſq; of 1 
i Harden, Weſter ON and Dunſbuſh, formerly:i in Wilton 
iq x pariſh, . L.486 6 8 
9 Mabenlaw and Highcheftr a park, i in 07 199-17 4 
| —— 814 o 0 

f 


John Johnſton, Eſq; of Alva, 
Todſhaw, formerly in Wilton pariſh, th e 113 15-9 


3 —— 


William Chibelm Eq; of Chi yoolm, 


* < — * — * - = 
* _ 2 4 _ . 4 L n 1 2 
5 n * a ; 
— apr ntl gt Rei tre Grader o i tf EA rw a FF. 4 0m * * PIR ks. A 
4 — — —— * + . * 0 — — 2 hy yes * 2 — Iv — 4 th. na be 


Philip and Braidlie, formerly in Hawick, 8 
; Chiſholm and Woodburn, i in ditto, - 433 6. 8 
| Faſter Parkhill, in ditto, „ & 0 
f Chiſholm mill, in ditto, - - 34 SY g 
: * 82 13 4 
4 Alexander and Robert Potts, Eſars. 
'J Borthwickſheils, formerly in Haſſendean, SONG 600 o o 
\Þ George Stewart, Eg. a | | 
WW Outerſide, or Outerſiderig, formerly in Wilton, - „380 0 0 
3 : 
! | Charles Riddell, Eſq; of Muſelie, 
a Muſelie, formerly in Hawick, - * 100 © 0 
2 Thomas White, merchant, Fedburg h, 5 
1 WWWeſter Parkhill, formerly | in Hawick, _ eee 66 13 4 
| | Charles Scott, Eſq; f Howcleugh, 
[| Mains of Borthwickſheils, formerly in Wilton, - 146 4 9 
|. Valuation of part of Roberton Pariſh in Roxburgiſhire, — IL. 7422 124 
| 


( 
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PART or PRESBYTERY or LANGHOLM. 


177 


XXXIII. PARISH or CASTLETON. 


Duxx ef BUCCLEUGH, 
Old Eſtate of the Family in this . 
Item, Lands of 
Pringle of Stitchell's lands, 
Mangerton, - - 
Gorrenberrie, - 
Part of Whithaugh, - 


Elliot of Midlem-mill's Lands, 


—_—— 


TFilham Oliver, Bla of Dinlabyre, 


Dinlabyre, - - L. 400 © o 
Greena, — - 420 0 O 
Blackhope, — - 200 0 0 
— — 1020 0 
William Walker, Eig. 
Therliſhope, - $20 0 
Colonel Elliot, OT 
Larieſton, - - — - 834 o 
Paterſon ef Demainholm, 
Demainholm, - = 200 © 
William Sharp, Eſq; of Hartſgarth, 
Hartſgarth and Longhaugh, - 466 13 
Manderſton, 15 
Leehaugh and Greenholrn, - IS 136 15 
Robert Elliot, | | 
Reidhaugh, 2 - - — 96 IT 
Archibald Douglas, Eſqs of Douglas, 
A Blackfionlees, or Peel, | - 3 160 


W 


5— "IR 


Jul, Ellie, 20% * N. Jithaugh, 


Whithaugh, excluſive of lands ſold to Duke of Buccleugh, 3 200 


L. 8500 o o 
450 0 0 
60 0 0 
1280 0 0 
1600 0 oO 
199 17 © 
36 0 .© 

— —— L. 12225 17 


0 


3 


a 


— Total Valuation of Pariſh of Caſtleton, 3 L. 15860 8 . 
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PART or PRESBYTERY or LAUDER. 


XXXIV. PARISH or SMAILH 


O LM. 


GEORGE BAILLIE, Eſq; of Ferviſavood, 
Smailholm, with mill and kiln, 1 1 60 L-1447 0 
Faſter Smailholmcraig, - VVV 
Donaldſon's lands, - - 8 
Laird of Torſonce's lands, 15 . 65 12 0 
John Hunter's lands, 1 - e 
James Watſon's lands, „„ i 46 16 8 
Mark Ormſton's or Boyd's lands, En 77 8: © 
John Thorburn's lands, - - 85 13 0 
Alexander Thorburn's lands, - 23 & 0 
Henry Home's lands, - . 80 0 9 
— . 2876 1 8 
Walter Scott, E/q; of Harden, 
Sandyknow and Weſt Third of Smailholm, - - Jager 16 1952 
New Smailholm, - 1 
Wrangholm Or Wrangham. bill - as 320 47 111 
Wrangholm or Wrangham-park, - 2009" 'v | 25s | 
| ... 0M 
Sir Alexander Don of Newton, Bart. 
Hoſpital-lands of Smailholm, - - - 412 0 0 
William Lockie, ? 
One huſband-land 1 in Smailbolm, 5 - 73 0 0 
9 . ö 5 1 
James Haig, | 
One hufband-land 1 in Smailholm, $3 0:0 
William Brack, : : 
Lands in Smailholm, - - L. 29 5 o 
George White's lands in Smailholm, - 77 10 0 
| _ 106 15 0 
George Brown, 
Lands in Smailholm, - — - 10 0 0 
Toral Valuation I Pariſh of Smailholm, — L. 53 59 16 4. 
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Pariſhes. 
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1 5. 


16. 


17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 


22. 


23. 


24. 


25. 
206. 


27. 
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29. 


30. 


31. 


32. 


33. 


Page 
133 


139. 
140. 


141. 


142. 


142. 
143. 
144. 
145. 
146. 
148. 
151. 
53. 
I 55. 


"140. 


157. 
158. 
158. 


159. 


159. 
160. 
161. 


161. 


163. 


164. 
165. 
108. 
169. 
171. 
172. 
175. 
176. 


174. 


178. 


n 8 R A e. 


Preſbytery of Yedburgh, 


Pariſh of JepBURGH, - 
of Hownam, FER 
of Oxnam, 
of Eckford, => 2 
of Crailling, „„ 
of Southdean, or Cheſters, 

of Cavers, 4 x 
of Kirktoun, — — 
of Hawick, a 4 
of Wilton, a 8 
of Minto, — 8 
of Ancrum, — 5 

of Hobkirk, + 4 
of Bedrule, - 8 


Part of Profhyery of Kelp 


Pariſh of KELSso, — Fe 
of Roxburgh, — - 


Part of conjoined Pariſhes of Stitchelland Hume, 3662 


Pariſh of Makerſton, = — 
of Ednam, oe to Ge, 
of Linton, „ 5 
of Vetholm, V 
of Sprouſton, 3 
ot. Morebattle, «5 is 


Part of Preſbytery of Selkirk. 


Part of Pariſh of 8ELKI RK, - 
of Galaſheils, = 
Pariſh of Melroſe, = © 
of Maxtoun, 5 
of Leſſudden, — 
of Bowden, © - 
of Liliesleaf, 8 
Fart of Pariſh of Aſkirk, 4 
of Roberton, 
Part of Profhytery of Langholm. 
Pariſh of CASTLETOUN, os 
Part of Preſbytery of Lauder, 
Pariſh of SMALLHOLM, 1 


— ———— 


179 
L. 23264 6 10 
n 
iet to 2 
" KTES07-13 4 
. 
6415 4 8 
18977 16 8 
4520 13 4 
TTSU1 IT © 
7545 16 8 
$103 3-4 
143322 1 8 
$379 3 4 
4010 6 8 
15330 9 4 
10144 3 4 
9 2 
e 
6880 © 0 
. 
7049 13 4 
11407 6-8 
46412 1 4 
$191 0-8 
2334 6 8 
20185 4 6 
5490 6 8 
4330 18 2 
7930 10 10 
829118 4 
518113 4 
7423 12 
15860 o © 
5359 16 8 


Total Valuation of Roxburghſhire, as before, — 


1 


L. 315594 14 6 
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f ö s | As the chief purpoſe of annexing this Drau ght of a Valuation-Book, was, 


* Ĩubat it might appear at one view (eſpecially to thoſe who may think an 
55 attentive peruſal of the Analyſis too dry a taſk) what Names of Lands and 
8 Proprictors are omitted, wrong inſerted, or wrong ſpell'd: I muſt uſe the 


1 freedom to requeſt, That thoſe concerned will take the earlieſt opportunity 
* 9 tranſmitting to me any intelligence of that nature which they think 
[= vill! be uſefyl i in making up a Valuation- Book, to be authenticated; ; which 
= will be ſer about ſo ſoon as the Commiſliogers of Supply have had time to 
„ decide upon the merits of the * correftions. | 
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ith 8 $a ws | | o ; . ®* * F | 
6 i WHILE this Work was at the Preſs, the following Disjunftion was 
= made, but too late to be inſerted i in its s proper place. Vide 1 p. 16. 
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Art, agd and a. = 


6M 
. 2 


: | * The fum of theſe two articles aſſured as a cumulb um of 2 1266 13 4 


„ 4 Difjelwed thass i oor =, ves 

. 5 Lands of Motwvarnford and ' Groundieſnook, 1 Mill WF. 4-5 5 | 
, = . Grqundieſnook, excluſive of the multures of the barony 8 75 | 

| 8 1 of Hunthill, (Capt. John Rutherford at Linthaughlee) 1 "Re 

. — — . Ini 0-0 x 88 


= 369 Acres Engliſh of the Weſt-ſide of the Farm - 5 
of Weſter Scraeſburgh, Fendyhall, Moſs- 
fide, and Weſt-end of Hunthill, (Me Wk > 
EN . Jam Riddell) - HW. --- 
{+ Remainder of the Barony of Huothill, 544 . Ny © 2 EA 
(John Rutherford, Eſq; of Humhill) ' © 75 5 SEC 85 
I | UE to 3 L. 1166 13 4: 


„ wy 


2 
\ 2 


"When, this Disjunction was _ it ons to have been very well known ” 
. chat the ſum of L. 1166: 13: 4 was nat à cumulo ſum: But it would appear 5 
= that the boundaries of the lands which belonged to John Rutherford in 5 — 
W — - Seracthurgh eould not be diſtinguiſhed. + Still, however, the DigunRtion, . 5 
= in A law, i is erroneous; but it cannot be rectified. 
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